STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdev Singh,

S/o Shri Ajaib Singh, 

Village: Kalipur, Tehsil: Budhladha,

District: Mansa.







Complainant







Vs

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

Budhladha.








 Respondent

CC - 3831/2009

Present:
Shri  Sukhdev Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Dimple Kumar, Panchayat Secretary; Shri Balam Singh, Sarpanch and Shri Jagjit Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Balam Singh, Sarpanch, Village: Kalipur states that the record relating to 1998-2003 and previous years is not available in the office of BDPO, Budhladha and the same is not traceable. Accordingly, FIR has been lodged with the Police on 17.12.2008 in this connection. 
3.

Action taken report and photo copy of the FIR is handed over to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. 

4.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 28. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdev Singh,

S/o Shri Ajaib Singh, 

Village: Kalipur, Tehsil: Budhladha,

District: Mansa.







Complainant







Vs

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

Budhladha.








 Respondent

CC - 3832/2009

Present:
Shri  Sukhdev Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Dimple Kumar, Panchayat Secretary; Shri Balam Singh, Sarpanch and Shri Jagjit Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Balam Singh, Sarpanch, Village: Kalipur hands over a photo copy of Resolution dated 09.05.2009 to the Complainant in the court today and he assures that if the Complainant wants any other Resolution passed during 2009, that will be supplied to him as per his demand.

3.

Since the requisite  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: 28. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Willian,

Member Panchayat,

Gram Panchayat Saidowal,

District: Kapurthla.







Complainant







Vs

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

Kapurthla.








 Respondent

CC - 3814 /2009

Present:
Shri William, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Sewa Singh, BDPO, Kapurthala, Shri Santokh Singh, Sarpanch and Shri Swaran Deep Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Sewa Singh, BDPO, Kapurthala hands over requisite information to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. The Complaint states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him and submits that the case may be closed. 

3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 28. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhushan Kumar,

S/o Shri Amrit Lal,

R/o Rampura Phul,

Tehsl: Phul, District: Bathinda.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Nagal Council, Rampura Phul,

Tehsil: Phul, District: Bathinda.





 Respondent

CC - 3849/2009

Present:
Shri  Bhushan Kumar, Complainant, in person.

Shri Deepak Setia, Accountant-cum-APIO and Shri Sawaran Singh, Junior Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

It is directed that the requisite information in respect of Property No. B-40/26 and photo copy of duly cancelled TS-1 form be supplied to the Complainant by Monday, the Ist February, 2010. The Respondent assures that the requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant as per the orders of the Commission.

3.

On the assurance given by the Respondent to supply the information to the Complainant by Ist February, 2010,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 28. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ranjiv Goyal, Press Reporter,

Opposite Arya High School,

Ram Pura Phul – 151103,

District: Bathinda.







Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chairman, 

Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala.




 Respondent

AC - 169/2009

Present:
Shri  Ranjiv Goyal, Appellant,  in person.

Shri Rajinder Singh, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO, Shri Hardidar Singh, Senior XEN-cum-APIO and Shri Dharam Singh, Deputy Secretary RTI-cum-Nodal Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 07.01.2010, when it was directed that Shri Jarnail Singh, S.E.-cum-PIO, Operation Circle, PSEB, Bathinda will appear in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today alongwith information to be supplied to the Appellant.  Er. Jarnail Singh, Dy. CE/DS-cum-PIO, PSEB, Bathinda  has sent a letter No. 1415, dated 27.01.2010 in which he has interalia submitted as under:-
“ It is submitted that undersigned is held up involved in presenting the cases in Zonal Level Dispute Settlement Committee which is already scheduled on 28.01.2010 in the O/o CE/DS(West), PSEB, Bathinda. Er. Hardidar Singh, Sr. Executive Engineer-cum-APIO 
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who is well conversant with the facts of the case is being authorized to present the case before your honour.  He will himself present with the entire record. Undersigned is ready to appear in person on any date if still required by the Honourable Commission”.
2.

The Appellant states that the main information he demands is a letter sent by Secretary PSERC to the Chairman, who has  marked it to Member Distribution and further to C.E.(West) Bathinda to conduct an  inquiry. Shri Hardidar Singh, Senior XEN states that he has approached the office of Chief Engineer(West) but he is unable to get the requisite information relating to the correspondence  made by the C.E.(West) with the Secretary, PSERC and the related noting portion. 
3.

A perusal of  the written submission made by the Appellant dated 25.01.2010  makes me  feel that the original file relating to the inquiry and correspondence made by C.E.(West) Bathinda needs to be called for the perusal of the Commission. Therefore, it is directed that Er. Amrit Pal Singh, S.E. (HQ)-cum-PIO,  will attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing alongwith original file relating to the inquiry conducted by C.E.(West) on the letter issued by Secretary PSERC.  Er. Jarnail Singh, Deputy C.E./DS-cum-PIO, PSEB, Bathinda is  also directed to attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing alongwith information to be supplied to the Appellant as per his demand 
Contd…..p/3
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dated 23.09.2008. He will also explain reasons as to why information has not been supplied to the Appellant  as per orders of the Commission dated 21.07.2009,  when on the assurance given by Shri Naveen Garg, Additional S.E.-cum-APIO that the information will be sent to the Appellant by registered post, the case was  disposed of. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.02.2010 at 11.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 28. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

CC:


1.      Er. Jarnail Singh,
 Deputy C.E./DS-cum-PIO,

 Operation Circle, Punjab State Electricity Board,

 Bathinda.
  2.
Er. Amrit Pal Singh, S.E.(HQ)-cum-PIO,




Office of Chief Engineer(West), 




Punjab State Electricity Board, Bathinda.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mangat Ram,

S/o Shri Thakur Dass,

R/o Arni Wala Sekh Subhan,

Block: Fazilka, Tehsil: Fazilka,

District: Ferozepur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer, 
Panchayat Samiti, Fazilka.






 Respondent

CC - 3842/2009

Present:
Shri Mangat Ram,  Complainant, in person.

Shri Puran Chand, BDPO, Fazilka; Shri D. C. Singhal, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat, Arni Wala Sekh Subhan and Shri Natha Singh, SEPO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Puran Chand, BDPO, Fazilka hands over requisite information to the Complainant in the  court today in my presence. The Complainant states that he is satisfied and submits that the case may be closed. 
2.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 28. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash Bhatia,

C/o Shri Rajinder Bhatia, Advocate,

# 159, Opposite Mata Gujri Park,

Guru Tegh Bahadur Nagar, Jalandhar City – 144003.


Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust Ludhiana.





 Respondent
CC -  3817/2009
Present:
Shri Om Parkash Bhatia, Complainant, in person.

Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, states that photo copy of the case file relating to the allotment of plot to the Complainant  has been supplied to him. Shri Om Parkash Bhatia, Complainant, states that he wants para-wise reply/information  to the points raised in my application dated 20.04.2009. Shri Jagbir Singh assures the Commission that para-wise reply will be sent to the 
Complainant within one week.

3.

The Complainant makes a written submission dated 28.01.2009, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Respondent.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 18.02.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 28. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pawan Kumar Jain, Ex M.C.,

1548/9, Gal Malkasan,

Jandiala Guru, District:  Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Nagar Council, Jandiala Guru, 
District: Amritsar.







 Respondent
CC - 3806/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.   
Shri Rajesh Khokhar, E.O. Municipal Committee, Jandiala Guru,                      on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Rajesh Khokhar, Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Jandiala Guru has informed  the Commission vide letter No. 58, dated 04.01.2010, received in the Commission on 07.01.2010 against Diary No. 117, that the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 1308, dated 13.10.2009. It has further been stated  that the same information has also been supplied to the Complainant  in CC No. 3478/2009 on 15.12.2009 which has been heard and disposed of by Shri Darbara Singh, State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
2.

Shri Rajesh Khokhar, Executive Officer, who is present in the Commission today, submits that the case may be closed as the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant. 
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: 28. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tilak Raj, Manager,

The Amritsar Co-operative Labour &

Construction Union Ltd., Albert Road,

Amritsar.








Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer, 

Nagar Council, Patti, District: Amritsar.




 Respondent

CC - 3792/2009

Present:
Shri Tilk Raj,  Complainant, in person.

Shri  Rajesh Khokhar, Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Patti, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Rajesh Khokhar, Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Patti, states that the Manager of the Amritsar Co-operative Labour & Construction Union Ltd. Amritsar was informed in the month of April, 2009 to deposit Rs. 160/- as document charges so that the information could be supplied to him. Shri Tilak Raj, Manager, Amritsar Co-operative Labour & Construction Union Ltd. Amritsar, states that he has not received any such letter. The Respondent fails to produce the proof of sending  the letter to the Complainant. Therefore, the Respondent is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant free of cost. 
2.

Shri Rajesh Khokhar states that the information is ready with him 
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and accordingly he hands over the same to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. The Complainant submits that the case may be closed as he is satisfied with the information supplied to him today. 
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: 28. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sharwan Sehgal,

S/o Shri B. N. Sehgal,

R/o 49/69, Harpal Nagar, Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

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

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC - 3815/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Balwinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

After hearing the Respondent, it is directed that the requisite information be supplied to the Complainant free of cost as it has not been supplied within stipulated period of 30 days. 
2.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders  on 11.02.1010 at 10.00 A.M. 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. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 28. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)








                         REGISTERED
Shri Rabinder Singh,






S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

6, Jyoti Nagar Extension, Jalandhar.




    Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent
AC - 202/2009
Present:
Shri  Rabinder Singh, Appellant,  in person.


Shri Dharam Pal, ATP,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 17.12.2009, when the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar was directed to be present in person alongwith an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information  and for not attending the proceedings despite the issuance of orders by the Commission. The PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar,  was also directed to supply the requisite information. 
2.

None has attended the proceedings, held so far,  in the instant case on behalf of the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner Jalandhar. Therefore, 
Deputy Commissioner Jalandhar should direct Shri S. S. Channa, DRO-cum-PIO,   to attend the proceedings,  in person,  on the next date of hearing alongwith orginal file relating to encroachments on the Government land Khasra No. 4995 Basant Vihar Jalandhar encroached upon by Shri Bakshi Ram S/o 
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Shri Relu  Ram. The PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation Jalandhar and Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP are also directed to bring original file relating to the encroachment of government land on the next date of hearing. 
3.

Shri Dharam Pal, ATP, who is present today, states that the land encroached  upon in the instant case belongs to Improvement trust, Jalandhar. He requests  that PIO/E.O. of Improvement Trust Jalandhar may be directed  to attend the proceedings  on the next date of hearing  as the original file relating to the removal of encroachments as per orders of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court is with the Improvement Trust Jalandhar. Therefore, it is directed that PIO of the office of Improvement Trust, Jalandhar will  attend the proceedings alongwith original file on the next date of hearing.  The Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar is directed to  take necessary action as per the orders of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.02.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 28. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner  
CC:
1.
Shri Ajit Singh Pannu, Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.
2.
Shri S. S. Channa, District Revenue Officer-cum-PIO,  office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.


3.
The PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

4.
Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.


           5.
Executive Officer-cum-PIO,  Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Dulcha Singh Brar,

Director Student’s Welfare, 

Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana.



 Respondent

CC - 1680/2009

Present:
Dr. Dulcha Singh Brar,  Complainant,   in person.
Shri  Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO, Shri Inder Pal Singh, Superintendent and Shri Paramjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The forensic report sought vide letter No. 14803, dated 30.12.2009  from the office of Director Forensic Laboratory, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh is still awaited. 
2.

Shri Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO places on record photo copy of a letter dated 30.12.2009. The Complainant places on record a written submission on the information supplied to him from time to time and one copy of the submission is handed over to the Respondent. 
3.

On the request of Shri Dulcha Singh Brar,  C. D. provided to him under the signatures of Shri Paramjit Singh, Senior Assistant-cum-Presenting 
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Officer and Dr.  Pam Rajput, the Chairperson of the second Enquiry Committee 
constituted by Vice Chancellor of Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana is listened today in the court by the under-signed in the presence of Shri Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar, Shri Paramjit Singh, Senior Assistant, Shri Inder Pal Singh, Superintendent  and the Complainant. One copy of this C.D. has been prepared  and taken on record.  It is noticed that the talk between Dr. Dulcha Singh Brar and the complainant Mrs. Gurbinder Kaur, Social Welfare Officer has been held in a cordial atmosphere. She is found laughing many times during talk.  The Complainant pleads for getting the C.D. checked from Central Forensic Science Laboratory and he has given four address of these laboratories and one is situated in Chandigarh. 
4.

Decision for getting the C.D. checked or not will be taken on the next date of hearing. 
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 18.02.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 28. 01. 2010



      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 Panjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC No. 336 /2009

Present:
Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate, on behalf of appellant.



Shri Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO, Shri 



Inderpal Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Paramjit 


Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the complete information as per orders dated 15.12.2009 has been supplied to the appellant.  Some sheets of the information supplied are authenticated by Shri Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO in the court today.

3.

Shri Jaswant Singh, PIO, states that he assumed the charge of PIO ;in the month of March, 2009.  Earlier to him, Shri Suresh Kumar Saini, the then Assistant Registrar of the University was the PIO. The delay of one month is 
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during his period.  Therefore, before taking any action, I serve a show cause notice to Shri Suresh Kumar Saini to submit his written statement within a period of 15 days after the receipt of these orders.

4.          I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Shri Suresh Kumar Saini-former Assistant Registrar-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 by 15th of February, 2010 with a copy to the opposite party.

5.

The show cause notice will be served to Shri Suresh Kumar Saini by Shri Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:28-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri K.N.S.Sodhi, 

Secretary General, Suchna Adhikar Manch,

Anand Theatre Complex, opposite Taj Hotel,

Chamber N o. 7-8-9 (Basement),

Sector 17A, Chandigarh.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, Mohali.






 Respondent

CC No.2136  /2009

Present:
Shri KNS Sodhi, in person and Shri D.S.Multani, on behalf of 


complainant.



Shri Sanjeev Gupta, SDO, Shri Chet Ram, Administrative 


Officer-cum-APIO, PUDA , Shri Baljeet Singh Walia from 



LAC(office), Shri Amarjit Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and 

Shri Mohinder Pal Singh, Superintendent, Estate Office, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER 
1.

After hearing all the parties and going through the affidavits and counter submissions made by the Respondents/Complainant, I find  that PIOs/APIOs are blaming each other for the delay in the supply of the information. 

2.

The Representative of GMADA states that  They have received the letter of the Complainant  for seeking  information through PUDA only on 29.09.2009 and after collecting information sent to the PIO for further transmission to the Complainant. Therefore, there is no delay on their part.
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3,

The representative of PUDA states that part of the information was to be supplied by GMADA and so the correspondence was made with the GMADA. After collecting the information from all the Sections of PUDA/GMADA information has been supplied to the Complainant complete in all respects.

4.

The Respondent further states that action has been taken and necessary instructions have been issued to all the Heads of the Branches  of GMADA vide Memo. No. GMADA-Policy-2010/557-579, dated 19.01.2010 and further they have issued office order dated 16.01.2010 issued vide Endst. No. r[wkvk$gq;ak;B-n;-3-2009$519-542, fwsh 19-01-2010 vide which  Shri Balbir Singh, PCS, Estate Officer GMADA has been appointed as PIO of the office of GMADA and 15 APIOs have also been appointed  vide this order.  Copies of office order and instructions are handed over to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. From the perusal of the office orders and instructions it transpires that GMADA/PUDA authorities have taken necessary steps to deal with RTI applications promptly. They have also issued instructions to the Receptionist to receive the RTI applications and behave properly  with the Complainants/Appellants.

5.

The Complainant submits  that they have been filing application for seeking information with PUDA/GMADA authorities since 2005 when RTI Act, 2005 was enforced but no information is forthcoming and 100 applications are lying  pending with PUDA/GMADA. He requests that penalty may be imposed 
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upon the PIOs and compensation may be given to him for the loss and detriment suffered by him. 

6.

The Representatives of Suchna Adhikar Manch including Shri K.N.S. Sodhi and Shri D. S. Multani have been attending the proceedings regularly and in the instant case they have attended the proceedings  five times. Therefore, a compensation of Rs. 10.000/-(Ten thousand) is awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information in the instant case to be paid by PUDA and GMADA Authorities equally within a period of 15 days. 

7.

I am convinced that both the Public Authorities have taken necessary steps to supply the information to the Complainant but delay has occurred because the information sought related to both the Public Authorities. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIOs. However, Principal Secretary Housing and Urban Development/Chief Administrator PUDA/GMADA  may issue strict warning to the PIOs to be more careful in future  in dealing with the RTI application so that the requisite information could be supplied to the Complainants/Appellants within stipulated period of 30 days as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  and may take necessary action against the  concerned officers/officials under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005, who are responsible for the delay in the supply of information in the instant case. Besides, 
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Shri H. S. Sodhi, S.E., in particular, may be directed to be more careful in dealing with the RTI applications as he has been penalized in some  cases being very  insincere and having casual approach  in dealing  with the  RTI Applications. 

8.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 18.02.2010 at 10.00 A.M.  in Court No.1  on second floor of  SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.
9.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:28-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



CC:

1.
Principal Secretary, Housing and Urban Development, 



Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2. Chief Administrator, PUDA,


Sector:62, Mohali.

3. Chief Administrator, GMADA,


PUDA Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.

4. PIO of the  office of PUDA,


Sector: 62, Mohali.

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 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road,

PO. Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Department of Local Govt. Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, Sector 17C, 

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC No. 1258 /2009

Present:
Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate, in person.



Shri Mukesh Garg, PIO and Shri Rajinder Rai, Vigilance Officer, 

on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate, filed an application with the SPIO, Department of Local Government, SCO No.131-132, Juneja Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. Case was heard on 28.07.2009, 25.09.2009, 15.10.2009, 17.11.2009 and 15.12.2009 and orders were issued to both the parties.

2.

The complainant has asked the information as per the News item that appeared in the news-papers on 5th March, 2009 about the 19 officials of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. The information was to be supplied by the Vigilance Wing of office of Director, Local Government and the Government of Punjab in the Department of  Local Government (in Local Govt. 1 Branch). In this 
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Context, Shri A.K.Prabhakar, Chief Vigilance Officer has submitted his affidavit dated 09.12.2009 in which he has stated that after conducting the preliminary inquiry, the case has been forwarded to the Government in Local Government-1 Branch of office of Principal Secretary, Local Government to issue charge-sheet and to appoint an inquiry officer for conducting a regular inquiry in the instant case.

3.

As the complainant has filed the complaint with the SPIO of office of Department of Local Government, Punjab Government, Chandigarh, the information  concerning to the Vigilance Department in the instant case has been supplied to the complainant stating that the case has been sent to Government for issuing charge-sheet and appointment of an inquiry officer for conducting the regular inquiry. So far as the Vigilance Department is concerned, the requisite information stands supplied in the shape of affidavit which is taken on record file. 

4.

Now the SPIO of office of Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Local Government (in Local Govt. 1 Branch) is to supply the remaining information to the complainant.

5.             I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Mrs. Kavita Chauhan Singh, Additional Secretary, Local Government-cum-PIO ) to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon her under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. She is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) 
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(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 her written submission showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

6.

So far as the Vigilance Department of Local Government Department is concerned, they are exempted to appear in the further hearings.

7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 18.02.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Local Govt., Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:28-01-2010



State Information Commissioner





CC: Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

                            Department of Local Govt. 8th floor,

                            Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Didar Singh s/o Sh.Raghwinder Singh,

c/o Trade Union council near Bus Stand,

Patiala.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Nagar Council, Nabha,

Distt. Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No.3826  /2009

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



Shri Charanjeev Mittal, Rent Inspector-cum-PIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Didar Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Nagar Council, Nabha on 23.10.2009 and he has asked simple information relating to Hajri Register Motor Log Book of Municipal Council, Nabha. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 09.12.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 10.12.2009 against diary No. 19721.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Shri Charanjeev Mittal, Rent  Inspector-cum-PIO states that he has written four letters to Shri Harmail Singh Jandu, Junior Engineer, Municipal 
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Council, Nabha to supply the requisite information. However, Shri Harmail Singh Jandu did not supply the information till today.  He further states that he has also requested the Executive Officer, Shri Pawan Kumar Kaushal, to give directions to the Junior Engineer to supply the information. He has submitted his written submission in the court today which is taken on record file.

3.

After hearing both the parties, it is directed that Shri Pawan Kumar Kaushal, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Nabha, along with Shri Harmail Singh Jandu, Junior Engineer, will bring the original record i.e. Motor Log Book of Municipal Council, Nabha and the Hajri register for the period from year 2004 to 2008 and the pay bills (if any) through which the pay was given to Shri Didar Singh for the above-said period. On the next date of hearing.



 4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.02.2010 in room No.4, SCO No.31-33, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.

5..

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:28-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kamal Anand s/o Sh. Om Parkash Anand,

Telephone Exchange Road, near Sainik Rest

House, Sangrur-148001.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Deptt. of Local Govt. 8th floor, 

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC No. 1968 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



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

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant. Shri Gurpal Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of respondent pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for one month as the information is to be collected from all the Branches of the Local Government Department for supplying the same to the complainant.

2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 02.03.2010 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:28-01-2010



State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Dr. Bhalinder Singh,

District Family Welfare Officer,

District Barnala, Barnala.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Civil Surgeon, Sangrur.





 Respondent

CC No. 2137 /2009

Present:
Dr. Bhalinder Singh, complainant, in person.



Ms. Kamal Kamboj, APIO and Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the requisite information relating to pay bills has been supplied to the complainant.  She further states in her letter dated 25.01.2010 that the pay bills for the period from 06.08.1986 to 31.03.1987, May, 1987, September, 1987 to February, 1988, January, 1989, June, 1989 to February, 1990, February, 1991 to March, 1992, June, 1992, September, 1992, November, 1992, January, 1993, February, 1993, and June, 1994 are not available on the record of public authority.  However, copy of the cash book has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 1613, dated 04.12.2009 and the information relating to the period from 06.08.1986 to 13.06.1994 (except the pay 
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bills for the above-mentioned period) stands supplied.

3.

Since 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:28-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mukhtiar Singh s/o sh.Amar Singh,

Block President of Anti-corruption &

Anti Crime Bureau, Moonak,

Distt. Sangrur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Distt. Sangrur.







 Respondent

CC No. 3800 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Ramesh Kumar, Accountant-cum-PIO and Shri Harish 


Chander, Clerk-cum-APIO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.  The respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant except photo-copies of the plans approved by the Municipal Council, Moonak.

2.

He further states that  the complainant has filed an appeal with the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur, The Deputy commissioner, Sangrur vide his letter dated 07.01.2010 has written to the complainant that in the instant case, the first appellate authority  is the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Moonak.  Therefore, he should file an appeal with the first appellate authority of the Municipal Council.  The respondent further states that the requisite information 
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has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 1852, dated 16.11.2009 and letter No. 1406, dated 12.10.2009 except the plans approved by the Municipal Council, Moonak.  Respondent states that if the complainant wants copy of lay out plan,  he can get the same from the office of Municipal Council. Moonak on any working day.  

3.

The respondent further pleads that since the requisite information has been supplied 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:28-01-2010



State Information Commissioner
