STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaswant Singh, XEN (Retd),

# 3477/37-D, Chandigarh-160 036.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation, 

Division No.1, Mohali.






 Respondent

CC No.2401/2008

Present:
Shri Jaswant Singh, Complainant, in person. 


Shri Balbir Singh, SDO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 11.12.2008, when it was directed that Shri Jaswant Singh, Complainant,  will send his observations/comments, if any, on the information supplied to him, to the PIO under intimation to the Commission and PIO will send the information regarding point No.5 along with response to the observations/comments to be submitted by the Complainant. 
2.

Shri Jaswant Singh states that he submitted his comments/observations,  on the information supplied to him,  to the  PIO-cum-Executive Engineer, W/S & Sanitation, Division No.1, Mohali, on 22.12.2008 .

3.

Shri Balbir Singh, SDO-cum-APIO states that the information running into 70 (Seventy) sheets,  excluding one sheet of  covering letter, was
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sent  to the Complainant through special messenger  but the Complainant refused to accept the information.

4.

The Complainant states that, no doubt, they approached me to hand over  the information but he refused as the information was not legible and covering letter was torn and, moreover,   the information  was  not  duly authenticated by the competent authority. The Respondent states that the last page of each letter has been attested. He assures the Commission that every page of the information will be got attested today by the competent authority. The Complainant pleads that since  the information has been delayed by more than three months,  necessary action under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, for imposing penalty, be taken against the PIO and the compensation under Section 19(8)(b) of the Act  ibid, be given to him for the detriment suffered by him.

5.

The Complainant also pleads that he may be allowed to study the information, supplied to him today in the Court and he will submit his observations/comments within a week’s time  to the PIO  with a copy to the Commission.  It is directed that the PIO will send his response to the observations/comments  to be submitted  by the Complainant,  within a further period of one week.

6.

Shri Balbir Singh, SDO-cum-APIO intimates the Commission  that Shri J. S. Dhami,  present Executive Engineer, Water Supply and Sanitation (GW) Division No.1, Mohali,   joined office only last month.
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7.

I, therefore, call upon  Shri Inderjit Singh Kang,  XEN W/S & Sanitation, Division No.2, Mohali,  the then XEN-cum-PIO, W/S & Sanitation(GW) Division No. 1, Mohali, during whose tenure information has been delayed,  to show cause why the penalty @ Rs/ 250/- per day be not imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in the supply  of information. He is also directed to show case why suitable compensation be not awarded to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, for detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in supply of information. He is directed to file an affidavit showing cause as aforementioned  with a copy to the opposite party. Shri J.S.Dhami,  the present XEN-cum-PIO W/S & Sanitation(GW) Division No. 1, Mohali,  is also directed to attend the proceedings along with Shri Inderjit Singh Kang  on the next date of hearing.
8.

To come up for consideration of the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation on 12.2.2009.

9.

The copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri Inderjit Singh Kang, XEN, W/S and Sanitation , Division No.2, Mohali.



Sd/-
Place:  Chandigarh                              
                  Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaswant Singh,

# 3911, W.No.12(15),

Humanyupur Sirhind,

District: Fatehgarh Sahib.






   Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Industries & Commerce,

17 Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

MR-129/2008

 in CC No.980/2008

Present:
Shri Jaswant Singh, Appellant, in person.
Mrs. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assisant, office of  Director Industries,  Shri Sohan Singh, Superintendent  & Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant, office of  Registrar of Firms & Societies, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Shri Jaswant Singh, Appellant, states  that Section 24 is applicable to the State of Punjab also, as the Act, namely, Societies Registration Act, 1860 (21 of 1860) is applicable to the State of Punjab. 

2.

The Respondent states that they want to take legal advice from the L.R. whether Section 24 of the Societies Registration Act, 1860 is applicable to State of Punjab or not. It is, accordingly, directed that after getting the legal advice from the competent authority, action be taken accordingly and the information be supplied to the Appellant. The Respondent further states that  as it 
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will take time to get the advice from the office of  L.R., the case may be adjourned for at least  two months.

3.

Therefore, the  case is fixed for further hearing on 02-04-2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                  Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ishar Singh Walia,

# B-36/366, Vikas Nagar, 

Sunet Road, Ludhiana.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent
MR No.117/2008

 in CC No.1453 /2007

Present:
Shri Ishar Singh Walia,Appellant, in person.
Dr. Darshan Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO, Shri Ram Singh,Supdt and Shri Bhagat Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was disposed of on 9.10.2007 by the Bench of Shri Surinder Singh and Lt Gen P.K.Grover with the directions  that “the Respondent has assured the Commission that necessary sanction will be got issued from the competent authority for the release of pay for the month of May, 1986 and his salary will be got fixed as per the recommendations of the Third Pay Commission with effect from 1.1.1986.”

2.

The Appellant  vide his letter dated 31.10.2008 intimated that Commission that the Respondent-PIO has failed to comply with the orders of the Commission  dated  9.10. 2007.  Hence, the case has been re-opened  and fixed for  further hearing today.
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3.

Dr. Darshan Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent states that the pay for the month of May, 1986 has been paid to the Appellant in cash.

4.

Shri Ishar Singh Walia places on record, an office order issued by the Department for fixing his pay vide which his pay has been fixed as per the recommendations of the Third Pay Commission and arrears of  his pension have been paid by the A.G. Punjab through Treasury Officer, Ludhiana. He pleads that his arrears of pay during his service as per order issued by the Department may be paid to him within a period of one month.

5.

As per directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, the Department has  taken up the case with the Finance Department a number of times and  the last reminder was issued on 2.1.2009 for the  revision of his pay as per the recommendations of the Third Pay Commission. Now as per the orders issued by the Assistant Director, Animal Husbandry & Poultry, there appears no need to get the sanction of the Finance Department. The Respondent assures the Commission that necessary action will be taken in due  course as per Punjab Government Rules & instructions.

6.

Therefore, the case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 26-02-2009.

7.

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



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                  Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajiv Sharma,

S/o Shri G.D.Sharma,

# 292, Kothey Bhim Sain, Dinanagar,

District: Gurdaspur.







Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Local Govt., Punjab,

SCO No.131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No.2466/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Vinod Khosla, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Harbans Singh, Superintendent Grade-II, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The instant case purports to be an appeal against the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Chandigarh,  for not supplying information. The application for information was made in this case on 22.2.2008 with the PIO,  whereas the instant case has been filed with the Commission on 23.10. 2008 i.e. after a period of more than eight  months. As per Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, when  a person does not receive a decision from the Public Information Officer on his application seeking information within the time specified under Section 7(3), he may thereafter file an appeal before the Appellate Authority concerned and if the First Appellate Authority does not decide 
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the appeal within time indicated in Section 19 of the RTI Act, then the aggrieved person can approach the State Information  Commission by way of Second Appeal. 

2.

In the instant case the Complaint made by the Complainant with the Commission is not maintainable as the Complainant has not exhausted the remedy of First Appeal available to him under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of being premature. However, the Complainant is  free to file first appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                  Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri J. L. Nanda,

Director, United Druckgrafen India,Ltd.,

SCO No.174, 2nd Floor, 

Sector: 38C, Chandigarh.






Appellant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent
AC No. 291/2008
Present:
Shri J. L. Nanda, Appellant, in person.
Shri Sanjay Ahuja, DGM-cum-PIO and Shri A. K. Singla, Assistant Engineer-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent-PIO makes a submission of an affidavit to the Commission today  in which it has been stated  in Para No. 3, 5 and 9 that noting portion of the file from the 25.8.1995 to 20.3.1998 is not available with the Department.  The PIO has given his justification for the supply of  late/misleading information to the Appellant. He further states that the Commission may give directions to the Department to get the FIR registered with the Police to trace out the missing file, i.e. Noting portion of the instant case relating  to the Firm M/s Druckgrafen India Limited, SCO: 174, Sector: 38-C, Chandigarh. 

3.

The Appellant states that he may be given compensation under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005  for the detriment, harassment and loss suffered by him on account of illegal closure of the Factory in spite of  the orders 
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issued by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court  to hand-over the premises to the owner of the Factory.   He further states that the Department has played a mischief by removing Section 29 of the SFC Act, 1951 and imposing securitization Act because of  which Factory  cannot be brought in the working position again.   He further states that he has got a stay from the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court after depositing Rs.92.95 lakhs with the Department of Industries as directed by BIFR. 

4.

I am satisfied with the explanation put forth by Shri Sanjay Ahuja, DGM-cum-PIO,  PSIDC and therefore no penalty is ordered to be imposed on him for late/mis-leading supply of  information to the Appellant.  However, a compensation of Rs.10,000/-(Ten thousand only) is ordered to be paid to  the Appellant for the detriment and loss suffered by him,  through a Bank  Draft within a period of 15  days. It is also directed that the Public Authority will lodge an FIR with the Police to trace out the missing file in the instant case. It is also directed that as and when the missing file is found, the requisite information be supplied to the Appellant.

5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of  orders for giving compensation to the Appellant on 17-02-2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                  Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagdish Raj Raja,

C/o Shri Anish Gautam, Advocate,

# 5763-A, Sector:38(W), Chandigarh.




   Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No.538/2008

Present:
Shri Anish Gautam, Advocate,  on behalf of  the Appellant.
Shri P. S. Ghuman, Assistant Commissioner and Shri V. C. Puri, Secretary-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Anish Gautam, Counsel for the Appellant states that he asked for some particular information on 2.6.2008   under RTI Act, 2005 for the supply of a copy of the audio track of each previous meetings of  the Corporation House, held on 10.9.2007, 23.11.2007 and 24.3.2008.  He further states that he is ready to pay the cost of the same in addition to the lawful fee prescribed for issuance of the such  copies.

3.

Shri P. S. Ghuman, Assistant Commissioner states that he has informed the Appellant vide his letter No.32/AC, dated 11.7.2008 that the audio 
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track recording is done during the question hour only by the Stenographers for their own convenience.  This recording  is not done officially. 
4.

The Respondent, on behalf of the PIO, makes a written submission, with a copy to the Appellant, which is taken on record file in which  it has been stated  that officially only typed proceedings are prepared and maintained by Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar. The Approved typed minutes of the proceedings of each meeting of the House are regularly circulated to the petitioner in his capacity as the Councilor of Ward No.36 of M.C.Jalandhar. It has further been stated that that  proper reply has been supplied to the Appellant at all stages and no official record has been denied to him.  Rather,  copies of the approved proceedings of the Corporation House are regularly provided to the petitioner in his capacity as Councilor. It is directed that the Corporation may consider the feasibility of not allowing the  Stenographers to take personal tape recorders or Audio System in the House of the Corporation, if possible. 
5.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                  Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Manoj Kumar Gupta,

S/o late Shri Krishan Lal Gupta,

22, South Model Gram,

Ludhiana- 141 002.







Complainant







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




 Respondent

CC No.2561/2008

Present:
Shri Manoj Kumar Gupta, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harish Bhagat, APIO-cum-Legal Assistant  and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, Junior Draftsman,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 23.12.2008, when it was directed that lay-out plan, zoning and the plinth of the plot vis-à-vis the action taken report on the notice given by the Assistant Town Planner on 18.10.2008 under Section 270(1) and 269(1) of the Municipal Corporation Act, 1976  be  supplied to the Complainant.

2.

The Respondent, on behalf of the PIO, states  that  the construction work of the building has been stopped for the last three days and action is being taken as per notice. A copy of the notice has been supplied to the owner of the Building.

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: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Manoj Kumar Gupta,

S/o late Shri Krishan Lal Gupta,

22, South Model Gram,

Ludhiana- 141 002.







Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.2564/2008

Present:
Shri Manoj Kumar Gupta, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harish Bhagat,APIO-cum-Legal Assistant,and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, Junior Draftsman on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The case was last heard on 23.12.2008 when it was directed that the  original file relating to the instant case in which the application of the Complainant has been dealt with by Shri Kuldip Singh, PCS, Joint Commissioner, M. C. Ludhiana,  be brought on the next date of hearing  for the  perusal of the Commission.

3.

The Complainant pleads  that since no information has been supplied to him so far, necessary action may be taken against the PIO  as per the RTI Act, 2005 for imposing penalty and granting him compensation under Section 19(8) (b) of the Act ibid. 
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4.

The APIO states that there is no file  in the office on the subject. .  Rather, Shri Kuldip Singh, Joint Commissioner ordered on the application of the Complainant to take action under Section 269(1) and 270(1)  of Municipal Corporation Act, 1976 and accordingly a  notice was  issued.
5.

It is directed that requisite information as per the demand of the Complainant be supplied to him before the next date of hearing. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26-02-2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                  Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Manoj Kumar Gupta,

S/o late Shri Krishan Lal Gupta,

22, South Model Gram,

Ludhiana- 141 002.







Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.2565/2008

Present:
Shri Manoj Kumar Gupta, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harish Bhagat,APIO-cum-Legal Assistant  and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, Junior Draftsman on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 23.12.2008,  when it was directed that the requisite information be supplied to the Complainant within a period of 15 days and the case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.

2.

The Complainant brings to the notice of the Commission that the Respondent has not supplied the information despite  of the assurance given to the Commission on the last date of hearing. The Respondent states that Shri Surinder Singh Bindra, Assistant Town Planner, is the concerned officer who is to supply the information. 

3.

The Commission takes a serious view of the laxity on the part of the concerned official and direct Shri Surinder Singh Bindra, Assistant Town Planner, to attend the proceedings in the instant case, in person, on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite information and explain the delay in the supply of the information.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26-02-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                  Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Prem Chand,

S/o Shri Piara Lal,

W.No.9,Karnail Singh Wali Gali,

Budhlada, District: Mansa- 151 502.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Punjab,

SCO: 112-113, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2528/2008

Present:
Shri Prem Chand, Complainant, in person.
Shri Yudhvir Singh,EPO-cum-APIO,and Shri Kulbir Singh,Supdt, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant was directed to visit the office of Director Panchayats in the morning to identify the information required by him after the inspection of the  record available with the PIO. 
3.

The Respondent states that after inspection/identification of record, requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant and he is satisfied. 
4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                  Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jasbir Singh,

# 641/3, Street Mangal Singh,

Chowk Prag Dass, Amritsar.





    Appellant






Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No.517/2008

Present:
Shri Jasbir Singh, Appellant, in person and


Shri Preet Mmohinder Singh on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri Mukesh Chander Jaspal, Legal Advisor and Shri Harjinder Singh, Building Inspector of the office of  M.C.Amritsar, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Jasbir Singh,Appellant, states that he  filed an application with the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar on 23.6.2008 for getting information on two points. On  getting no response, he filed First Appeal  before the first Appellate Authority on 24.7.2008. The case was decided by the First Appellate Authority on 4.9.2008 with the direction to provide information within a period of 20 days from the receipt of the order. On getting incomplete information, he filed Second Appeal with the Punjab State Information Commission on 24.10.2008.
2.

The Respondent states that the information as per direction of the first Appellate Authority has been supplied vide letter No.MTP/1076, dated 
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16.9.2008, along with the copy of the sanctioned Construction Plan. 
3.

The Appellant states that the copy of the approved construction site plan issued to Mrs. Ranjit Kaur Chopra, has not been supplied. The Respondent hands over  approved construction plan issued to Mrs.Ranjit Kaur Chopra to  the  Appellant in the Court today in my presence. The Respondent further states that the case regarding the ownership of the portion of land of the Appellant is pending in the lower Court at Amritsar and as and when the judgement is delivered  by the competent Court, the action will be taken accordingly. 
4.

It is, accordingly, directed that Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, may take necessary action regarding  unauthorized construction made by Mrs.Ranjit Kaur Chopra as per the Building Bye Laws of the Corporation.
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: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jasbir Singh,

# 641/3, Street Mangal Singh,

Chowk Prag Dass, Amritsar.





    Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No.518/2008

Present:
Shri Jasbir Singh, Appellant, in person and Shri Preet Mohinder Singh,  on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Mukesh Chander Jaspal, Legal Advisor and Shri Harjinder Singh, Building Inspector,O/o M.C.Amritsar, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Jasbir Singh, Appellant, states that he  filed an application with the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar on 2.7.2008 for getting information on two points. After getting no response, he filed First Appeal before the first Appellate Authority on 6.8..2008. The case was decided by the First Appellate Authority on 29.8.2008 with the direction to provide information within a period of 20 days from the receipt of the order.  On getting incomplete information, he filed Second Appeal with the Punjab State Information Commission on 24.10.2008.
2.

The Respondent states that some information available on record has been supplied to the Appellant. The Appellant states that the information 
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supplied to him is  incomplete and he is not satisfied.
3.

 It is directed that the Respondent will supply a copy of the affidavit submitted by Smt.  Ranjit Kaur Chopra while submitting her site-plan for approval, to the Appellant   and  will also supply the information asked by him in  Para-3, 4 and 5 of his application,   before the next date of hearing.

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 
19-02-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                  Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vijay Tandon, 

# 1/366, Gali Peeran Wali,

Inside Gate, Hakiman, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.2427/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Mukesh Chander Jaspal, Legal Advisor and Shri Avtar Singh, SDO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information, asked for by the Complainant in the instant case, has already  been supplied to him  in CC No.2363/2008 on 29.1.2009 as both the cases have same application. 
2.

The Complainant is not present and nothing has been heard from him which shows that he has received the information and  is satisfied. The Respondent pleads that the case may be closed

3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                  Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri M. P. S.Sandhu,

5848, Street No.9, Sunder Nagri,

Abohar, Distt. Ferozepur.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Council for Citrus and Agro-juicing,Punjab,

SCO No.358-59, Sector: 34, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2398/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Vijay Kumar Sharma, Assistant Manager-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 11.12.2008, when it was directed that the information be prepared and supplied to the Complainant before  the next date of hearing. 

2.

The Respondent on behalf of the PIO states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo No.CAJP/2008/3496-97, dated 23.1.2009, with a copy to the Commission. The Respondent pleads  that since the information has been supplied, the case may be disposed of.

3.

The Complainant is not present today and nothing has been heard from him which  shows that he has received the information and is satisfied.
4.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place:  Chandigarh                              
                    Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Panna Lal Chawla,

S/o Shri Mehar Chand Chawla,

# 1305, Namak Mandi, Amritsar-143 001



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o General Manager,

District  Industries Centre, Amritsar.




 Respondent

CC No.2215/2008

Present:
Shri Panna Lal Chawla, Complainant, in person and Shri Jagir Singh Rattanpal,  on behalf of the Complainant.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing on 17.12.2008 at Shahpur Kandi,  Shri Panna Lal Chawla was directed to  hand over one copy of his  written submission to Shri Varinder Singh Walia, Project Manager-cum-APIO in his office at Amritsar.

2.

The Complainant states that the documents, submitted to the Commission, have  been sent to the Respondent by  Speed Post on 20.12.2008 against Receipt No.061 but the Respondent has not supplied any information so far.  He pleads that the PIO may be directed to supply information and necessary action may be taken against him as per the provisions of  RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of information.
3.

Accordingly, the  PIO is directed to  appear in person alongwith requisite information, on the next date of hearing. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19-02-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





     Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                  Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Atma Ram,

S/o Late Shri Milkhi Ram,

# 17772, Khaddar Bhandar Wali Gali,

Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda.






Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.2559/2008
Present:
Shri Atma Ram, Complainant, in person.
Shri Tirath Ram, XEN-cum-PIO and Shri Gurpreet Singh, Draftsman, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant states that he has received information running into 8 (eight) sheets including one sheet  of covering letter  vide Memo No.146/B, dated 12.1.2009  regarding  Para No.1 to 5  but has received no information regarding Para 6 to 8. He requests that the  Respondent may be directed to supply the remaining information.
2.

The Respondent states that the Complainant may be  directed to inspect the record on any working day and identify the information/documents required by him. 
3.

Accordingly, with  the mutual consent of both the parties, it is 
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directed that  the Complainant will visit the office of Shri Tirath Singh, XEN-cum-PIO on 11.2.2009 at 1100 hrs. to inspect the record and identify the information required by him.  After identification, the PIO will supply the requisite information to the Complainant on the spot,  free of cost , as the information has been delayed by the PIO. 
4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on 
26-02-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                  Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajan Singla, President, 
Akhil Bhartiya Grahak Panchayat,

# 2679-B. Tilak Bhawan,

G.T.Road, Bathinda.






   Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No.525/2008

Present:
Shri Rajan Singla, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Tirath Ram, XEN-cum-PIO and Shri Gurpreet Singh, Draftsman, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Appellant submitted application  with the PIO-cum-Executive Engineer, Municipal Corporation, Bathinda, on 2/9-6-2008 and demanded information on 11 points. On getting no response from the PIO, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 18.8.2008. Again on getting no information from the First Appellate Authority he approached the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Bathinda on 4.9.2008. After getting no response from all the Public Authorities, he filed second appeal with the Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh, on 29.9.2008.
2.

The Appellant  pleads that necessary action may be taken against 
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the PIO and the First Appellate Authority under RTI Act, 2005 for not supplying him the requisite information.
3.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied  to the  Appellant vide Memo No.4509/B, dated 26.11.2008. The Appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him and has submitted  his comments/observations to the Commission,  on the information supplied to him,  and he hands over one copy to Shri Tirath Ram, XEN-cum-PIO in the Court today in my presence.

4.

The Appellant pleads  that since he has been harassed by the Department, therefore, necessary action may  be taken against the PIO and the first Appellate Authority under RTI Act.

5.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO of the office of  Municipal Corporation, Bathinda will appear in person on the next date of hearing along with an  affidavit to explain as to why penalty @ Rs.250/- per day be not imposed on him  by delaying the information for  five months and as to  why compensation be not given to the Appellant for the detriment suffered by him .

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26-02-2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                  Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.01.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

