STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Naresh Soni,

S/o Shri  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 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni,  Appellant, in person. 
Shri Harish Bhagat,  Nodal APIO –cum-Legal Assistant and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, J.D.M., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that a CWP No. 13286/2008 relating to subject matter of the instant case is fixed for hearing in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryna High Court today and requests that the instant case may be adjourned for at least one month.

2.

The Appellant  states that no response has been received from the PIO on the observations submitted by him.

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO will send his response to the Appellant  on the observations submitted by him with a copy  to the Commission before the next date of hearing  and will attend the proceedings, in person, on the next date of hearing alongwith  concerned staff dealing with the case, original record and the requisite information to be supplied to the Complainant 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.05.2009 at 2.00 P.M.  in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34,   Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh). 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 29. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Naresh Soni,

S/o Shri  Ram Adhar Soni,

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

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2504 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni,  Complainant, in person. 
Shri Harish Bhagat,  Nodal APIO –cum-Legal Assistant and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, J.D.M., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that a CWP No. 13286/2008 relating to subject matter of the instant case is fixed for hearing in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryna High Court today and requests that the instant case may be adjourned for at least one month.

2.

The Complainant states that no response has been received from the PIO on the observations submitted by him.

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO will send his response to the Complainant on the observations submitted by him with a copy  to the Commission before the next date of hearing  and will attend the proceedings, in person, on the next date of hearing alongwith  concerned staff dealing with the case, original record and the requisite information to be supplied to the Complainant 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.05.2009 at 2.00 P.M.  in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34,   Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh). 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 29. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Naresh Soni,

S/o Shri  Ram Adhar Soni,

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

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Town Planner, 

Local Government Department, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
AC No. 619 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni,  Appellant, in person. 
Shri Gautam Kumar, Assistant Town Planner-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that a CWP No. 13286/2008 relating to subject matter of the instant case is fixed for hearing in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryna High Court today and requests that the instant case may be adjourned for at least one month.

2.

The Appellant states that no response has been received from the PIO on the observations submitted by him.

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO will send his response to the Appellant  on the observations submitted by him with a copy  to the Commission before the next date of hearing  and will attend the proceedings, in person, on the next date of hearing alongwith  concerned staff dealing with the case, original record and the requisite information to be supplied to the Complainant 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.05.2009 at 2.00 P.M.  in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34,   Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh). 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 29. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Naresh Soni,

S/o Shri  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. 614 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni,  Appellant, in person. 
Shri Harish Bhagat,  Nodal APIO –cum-Legal Assistant and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, J.D.M., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent hands over his written response to the Appellant on the observations submitted by him. He  states that a CWP No. 13286/2008 relating to subject matter of the instant case is fixed for hearing in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryna High Court today and requests that the instant case may be adjourned for at least one month.

2.

It is directed that the PIO will attend the proceedings, in person, on the next date of hearing alongwith  concerned staff dealing with the case, original record and the requisite information to be supplied to the Complainant 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.05.2009 at 2.00 P.M.  in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34,   Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh). 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 29. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Naresh Soni,

S/o Shri  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. 615 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni,  Appellant, in person. 
Shri Harish Bhagat,  Nodal APIO –cum-Legal Assistant and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, J.D.M., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent hands over his written response to the Appellant on the observations submitted by him. He  states that a CWP No. 13286/2008 relating to subject matter of the instant case is fixed for hearing in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryna High Court today and requests that the instant case may be adjourned for at least one month.

2.

It is directed that the PIO will attend the proceedings, in person, on the next date of hearing alongwith  concerned staff dealing with the case, original record and the requisite information to be supplied to the Complainant 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.05.2009 at 2.00 P.M.  in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34,   Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh). 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 











Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 29. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sham Lal Saini,Admn.Officer(Retd),

# 50/30A, Ram Gali, N.M.Bagh, Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary Personnel, Punjab

Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.





 Respondent
CC No.2195/2008

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Shri Kuldip Singh, Superintendent, PP-II Br, Shri Ashok Kumar, Senior Assistant and Shri Surinder Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the Respondent sent his response to the Complainant on the observations submitted by him, vide Memo. No. 12/82/07-5PP2/Part-2/5891-92, with a copy to the Commission, which has been taken on record. 

2.

The demand of the Complainant is discussed and argued in detail. After detailed deliberations it is decided that when-ever a judgement  is delivered by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India  or  Punjab & Haryana High Court and a Complainant/Appellant approaches the Personnel Department,   the Personnel Department will direct the concerned Administrative Department to send the case of the Complainant/Appellant alongwith recommendation for generalization of the judgement of the Court. The Respondent assures that necessary action will be taken on these lines. 

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. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar,

# 15, Raj Guru Nagar Extension, Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab,

SCO No.1-2-3, Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1399/2008
Present:
Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar, Complainant, in person.
Shri A. P. Gupta, Examiner Local Fund Account-cum-PIO; Shri Bhola Ram Goyal, Regional Deputy Director (Audit) Ludhiana-cum-APIO;  Shri Tarlochan Singh, Deputy Controller Local Audit, Punjab Agricultural University Ludhiana  and Shri Vijay Sharma, Dealing Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing to the Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana, Shri Tarlochan Singh, Deputy Controller Local Audit, Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana is present today alongwith original service book of Shri Manjit Singh, Coordinator Cultural Activities who confirms that a telephone call was made by Shri A. P. Gupta, Examiner Local Fund Account to Shri Darshan Singh Kolar, who admitted the case of Shri Manjit Singh.  Shri A. P. Gupta, Examiner Local Fund Account confirms that he had 

Contd….p/2

CC No.1399/2008



-2-

spoken to Shri Darshan Singh Kolar that case of Shri Manjit Singh be admitted if it is identical to that of the Coaches.  Actually, Shri A. P. Gupta, Examiner Local Fund Account should have called for the cases of  both the categories and would have decided on  the basis of merit. 


2.

Shri Tarlochan Singh, Deputy Controller Local Audit, Punjab Agricultural University Ludhiana states that senior scale is  awarded to the Assistant Professors/Professors after the recommendation of the Assessment Committee comprising of Deans of the University. Similarly, senior scale to the Coaches will  also be awarded, after the recommendation of the Assessment Committee. 


3.

The Respondent submits a photo copy of Memo. No. CAU.B.(I)/2009/5389, dated 17.4.2009 from the Comptroller Punjab Agricultural

 University Ludhiana addressed to the Examiner, Local Fund Accounts, Punjab, Chandigarh intimating that agenda item on the subject has been got approved from the worthy Vice-Chancellor and the same will be placed before the Finance Committee/Board of Management in its ensuing meeting.

4.

The Complainant brings to the notice of the Commission that senior scale of Rs. 3000-5000 has been given to the Coaches after the recommendation of the Assessment Committee vide Notification No. CAU-B(I)FC-98/89/739, dated 06.01.1990. After the issuance of  this Notification,
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  Registrar, Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana  issued an order vide Endorsement No. Admn. VII. AU.93/17952-54, dated 09.12.1993 placing the 

Coaches in the senior scale of Rs. 3000-100-3500-125-5000 as a personal measure to them  with effect  from 1.4.1988. The Complainant pleads that on the basis of this Notification he should also have been allowed the senior scale of Rs. 3000-5000. 

5.

The Complainant further states that he has submitted his observations to the PIO on the response/affidavits submitted by the Respondents. It is directed that the response to the observations submitted by the Complainant be sent to him  under intimation to the Commission before the next date of hearing. 


6.

Extracts of proceedings of 126th meeting of the Board of Management held on 20.12.2989, taken from  the original file of the Department of Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab, Chandigarh ,   are reproduced below:

Extracts of proceedings of 126th meeting of the Board of Management held on 20.12.1989

(13).
Item No. B-3: Revision of pay scale for the post of Coaches


The Board of Management accepted the recommendations of the Finance Committee and approved the revision of pay scale of the under-mentioned coaches from Rs. 700-1600 to Rs. 2200-4000 with effect from 
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1.1.1986 with senior scale of Rs. 3000-5000 and selection grade of Rs. 3700-5700 on UGC pattern as a measure personal to them and this will not be applicable to future recruits:




1.
Sh. Harinder Singh Bhullar

Hockey Coach




2.
Sh. Harbhajan Singh Grewal
Athletics Coach




3.
Sh. Satnam Singh Bal

Wrestling Coach




4.
Sh. Gurcharan Singh Brar

Volley Ball Coach




5.
Sh. Surinder Singh


Lawn Tennis Coach




6.
Sh. Rameshwar Dyal Singh
Cricket Coach
The above said proceedings reveal that the Board of Management accepted the recommendations of the Finance Committee and approved the revision of pay scales of Coaches from Rs. 700-1600 to Rs. 2200-4000 with effect from 1.1.1986 with senior scale of Rs. 3000-5000 and selection grade  of Rs. 3700-5700 on UGC pattern as a measure personal to them and it will not be applicable to future recruits.
7.

Similarly, extracts of Proceedings of 132nd meeting of the Board of Management held on 23.1.1991, taken from the original file of the Department of Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab, Chandigarh,   are reproduced below:

Extracts of proceedings of 126th meeting of the Board of Management held on 20.12.1989
(6).
Item No. B-9:
Revision of pay scale for the post of 

                                 Coordinator Cultural Activities.
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The  Board of Management accepted the recommendation of the Finance Committee and approved the grant of pay scale of Rs. 2200-4000(UGC) w.e.f. 1.1.1986 with senior scale of Rs. 3000-5000 and selection grade of Rs. 3700-5700 on UGC pattern, as a personal measure, to Shri Manjit Singh, Coordinator Cultural Activities.
These proceedings reveal that the Board of Management has approved the grant of pay scale of Rs. 2200-4000(UGC) to Shri Manjit Singh, Coordinator Cultural 

Activities with senior scale of Rs. 3000-5000 and selection grade of Rs. 3700-5700 on UGC pattern as a personal measure to him.

8.

It is clear from the above-noted proceedings of two meetings that UGC scale was granted  to the Coaches as well as to Shri Manjit Singh in the year 1990 on the recommendation of Assessment Committee and the order was issued during 1993. However, the  senior scale granted  to the Coaches was objected by the Local Audit and the scale granted was withdrawn and the recovery has been effected in case of Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar, Complainant and other Coaches,  whereas in the case of Shri Manjit Singh same objection was admitted/approved by the Local Audit on the telephonic message conveyed by Shri A.P. Gupta, Examiner Local Fund Account to Shri Darshan Singh Kolar. Shri Darshan Singh Kolar noted  the telephonic message received by him from 
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Shri A. P. Gupta, Examiner Local Fund Account as “ Matter admitted as per the orders of ALFA Punjab Chandigarh on telephone” .    
9.

Shri Tarlochan Singh, Deputy Controller Local Audit, Punjab Agricultural University Ludhiana, states that no official orders were issued in this regard and consequently pay of Shri Manjit Singh was fixed and arrears were paid to him by his predecessor. 

10.

From the fore-going Paragraphs and the statements made by the Respondents,  it is clear that the Coaches have been harassed by not admitting their claim which was admitted in the case of Shri Manjit Singh. Consequently, senior scale given to the Coaches has been withdrawn and recovery has been effected. 

11.

Shri A. P. Gupta, Examiner Local Fund Account states  that Vice Chancellor, Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana  has approved the Agenda Item to be placed before the Finance Committee/Board of Management in its next meeting  and assures that after the approval of the Agenda Item by the Finance Committee/Board of Management, senior scale on the UGC pattern will be admitted by the Local Audit and revised scale will be given to the Coaches. He requests  that at least a period of one month may be given to supply the requisite information to the Complainant. 

12. 

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 
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5.6.2009 at 11.30 A.M. in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh) with the directions that after obtaining  necessary approval from the competent authority, senior scale  be allowed to the Coaches as has been done in the case of Shri Manjit Singh, Coordinator Cultural Activities  as both the cases are identical. 
13.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 



Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 29. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


CC:
1.
Vice Chancellor, Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana.

2.      Shri A. P. Gupta, Examiner Local Fund Account, SCO No. 1-2-3,   

                     Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.

3.
Shri Tarlochan Singh, Deputy Controller, Local Audit, Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana. 


3. STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri C.L.Premy, Advocate,

# 244, Sector: 71,

S.A.S.Nagar (Mohali).






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Baba Farid University, Faridkot.




 Respondent

CC No.75/2009

Present:
Shri C. L. Premi, Advocate, Complainant, in person. 
Shri Vivek Aggarwal, Advocate , for Shri T. S. Dhindsa, Advocate,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri C. L. Premy, Complainant, states that observations on the response submitted by the Respondent, has been sent to the PIO on 15.4.2009 through Courier, with a copy to the Commission.  The Respondent states that the same has been received by them. However,  copy sent to the Commission has not been received yet. 

2.

On the perusal of the application submitted by the  Complainant and the information supplied to the Complainant by the Respondent, it is seen that most of the information has been supplied to the Complainant on 21.01.2009.   The information relating to Para V( iv  and  v ) is incomplete and 
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the information relating to Para VI i.e. copies of form of Backward/OBC Classes candidates filled before Counseling,  has not been supplied.  It is accordingly directed that this information be supplied to the Complainant.

3.

The Complainant states that actually  he wants photo copies of the application forms filled by Backward/OBC Classes candidates for the purpose of taking admission in the BSc Nursing . The Complainant pleads  that since  the information has been supplied after a period of one month, the Respondent should not have charged Rs. 500/- as cost of documents

4.

On the perusal of the file it is seen that Shri C.L.Premy, Complainant  filed an application for information relating to admission in BSc Nursing course  in the colleges affiliated to Baba Farid University of Medical Health Sciences,  Faridkot. In the application submitted by Shri C. L. Premy, Complainant, there is no mention of any name Shri darshan Lal and Ms. Harpreet  Kaur.   The Complainant states that Shri Darshan Lal has deposited Rs. 500/-(Five hundred only) as cost of the documents on his instructions and no                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          fee has been deposited by him.  It is directed that the information be supplied to Shri C.L. Premi  free of cost as it has not been supplied within a period of 30 days. 

5.

 Ld. Counsel on behalf of the Respondent assures the Commission

 that  the requisite information relating to Backward/OBC classes candidates, if 
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available on record,  will be supplied to the Complainant within a period of 15 days i.e. by 20.5.2009  otherwise an affidavit will be submitted  that original applications forms  filled in by the candidates for taking admission in BSc Nursing  are not available in the record and have been transferred to the colleges,  where the candidates have taken admission. He pleads that the case may be closed. 

6.

It is directed that the information relating to Para V(iv and v)and Para VI be supplied to the Complainant as per the arguments held in the court today, within a period of 15 days i.e. by 20.5.2009. It is also directed that an amount of Rs. 500/-(Five hundred only) be refunded to Shri Darshan Lal, who is not a complainant in the instant case. 

7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of . However, the Complainant can  approach the Commission if the information/affidavit  is not supplied to him by the Respondent by 20.5.2009.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 29. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sukhwinderjit Singh

s/o Shri Karnail Singh,

House No. A-14, Vikas Colony,

Rajpura Road, Patiala.






Complainant





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




 Respondent

CC No. 2588 /2008

Present:
Shri Sukhwinderjit Singh, Complainant, in person.



Shri Adarsh Singla, S.E.-cum-PIO, on behalf of Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 12.03.2009 when it was directed that the S.E.-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Patiala, will supply the information within one month, otherwise he will file an affidavit to the effect that the requisite information is not available on the record  of the public authority.  

2.

Accordingly, an affidavit of Shri Jasdev Singh Sekhon, Building Superintendent, Municipal Corporation, Patiala, dated 28.04.2009 is placed on record and one photocopy is handed over to the Complainant.  

3.

The Complainant states that he has got a photocopy of building plans rejected/ approved by the Corporation which he will produce before the Commission on the next date of hearing.  It is directed that the Complainant will 











Contd …p/2

CC No. 2588 of 2008.


-2-

supply the photocopies of the plans approved/ rejected by the Corporation to Shri Adarsh Singla, S.E.-cum- PIO by 20th May, 2009. The Respondent will look into 

the matter afresh after receiving the photocopies of the plans approved/ rejected by the Corporation. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26.05.2009.  

5..

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.04.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jatinder Singh s/o Sh. Harjit Singh,

Village: Bhaini Lidhar, PO: Majitha,

Distt. Amritsar-143061.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o SDO, Punjab State Electricity Board,

Majitha, Distt. Amritsar.






 Respondent

CC No. 162 /2009

Present:
Shri Jatinder Singh, Complainant, in person.



Shri Vishwamitter, UDC, office of Sub Urban Division, Punjab State 


Electricity Board, Amritsar, on behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on09-04-2009 when it was directed that Shri Jatinderpal Singh, PIO-cum- Sr.XEN, Sub Urban Division, Amritsar will attend the proceedings in person along with the information to be supplied to the Complainant.  Inspite of the clear orders of the Commission, he is not present.  He has directed Shri Vishwa Mitter, UDC to be present, who states that the information has been sent to the Complainant through registered post on 16.04.2009 with a copy to the Commission.  The Complainant states that he has not received any registered letter nor any copy has been received in Commission office. Show Cause Notice is issued to Shri Tejinderpal Singh, Sr.XEN, Sub Urban Division, Amritsar  that why a penalty @ Rs.250/- per day may not be 
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imposed upon him for supplying the information late by 135 days and compensation may not be given to the Complainant for the determent suffered by him.  Further, Shri Tejinderpal Singh will file an affidavit giving the reasons in detail before the Commission for supplying the information late.  He will appear in person on the next date of hearing along with the original record.  

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26.05.2009 in Court No.1, 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: 29.04.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurpritpal Singh, Company Commander,

# 214, Nirankari Colony,

Fatehgarh Churian Road, Amritsar.




Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 3122 /2009

Present:
Shri Gurpritpal Singh, Complainant, in person. 



Shri Narinder Sharma, Head Draftsman, on behalf of Respondent.  

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 19.03.2009 when it was directed that the PIO will appear in person along with the original record file relating to the action taken on the application made by the Complainant to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. 

2.

Shri Narinder Sharma,  Head Draftsman, who has appeared on behalf of the Respondent states that the concerned officer, Shri Sharanjit Singh, Building Inspector, is not well and is suffering from fever, therefore pleads that the case may be adjourned for 15 days.  The Complainant states that he has been harassed by the Municipal Corporation for the last 5 months and only the plans have been supplied but no action taken report has been supplied  on his representations dated 05.11.2008 and 06.10.2008 made to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.  
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3.

It is directed that Shri Jasbir Singh, PCS, Additional Commissioner-cum-PIO,  Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, will attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing along with the Action Taken Report  on the representations made by the Complainant to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. The Complainant also pleads that the information has been delayed for more than 4 months, penalty be imposed on the PIO and he may also be compensated for the determent suffered by him.  

4.

I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Shri Jasbir Singh, PCS, Additional Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar 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 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 aforementioned within 15 days of the receipt of this Order with a copy to the opposite party. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 02.06.2009.  

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.04.2009

                          State Information Commissioner
