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                          REGISTERED
Shri R. C. Bawa, General Secretary,

New Generation Residents Welfare Society(Regd.),
Flat No. 15-G, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur, District: Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

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

District: Mohali.







 Respondent

CC - 2951/2008
RESERVED ON 04.02.2010
AND

PRONOUNCED IN THE OPEN COURT ON 30.03.2010
ORDER
1.

Initially, the case  was heard on 10.2.2009, 09.03.2009 and 26.03.2009 and after hearing both the parties on 26.03.2009, the judgement was reserved to decide the issue whether Shri R. C. Bawa as General Secretary of the New Generation Residents Welfare Society(Regd.) is competent/eligible  to ask for the information on behalf of the Society as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.  Accordingly, the judgement was pronounced on 05.05.2009 and it was 
declared that Shri R. C. Bawa, General Secretary of  New Generation Residents Welfare Society(Regd.) Registration No. 219, dated 2401.2005,  is competent to invoke  the  Right   to  Information  Act,  2005  for  seeking  information 
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demanded by him. The objections raised by the Respondent through its Ld. Counsel  were over-ruled and he was directed to supply the information to the Complainant within 30 days and the case was fixed for confirmation of compliance on 16.07.2009.
3.

Again the case was heard on 16.07.2009, 04.08.2009, 30.09.2009,  27.10.2009, 29.12.2009 and 04.02.2010. On 04.02.2010, after hearing both the parties and going through the submissions made by them, the judgement was reserved.
4.

In the submission made by the APIO dated nil, he has prayed that the present complaint may kindly be heard after the decision of the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana 
High Court in CWP No. 8152 of 2008 as  the identical controversy is pending in another complaint which has been adjourned sine die and is to be listed after the decision of the writ petition filed in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court and  this matter may kindly be adjourned as done in the other case, otherwise, two contradictory orders will be  passed by this Hon’ble Commission on the identical controversy.
5.

Shri R. C. Bawa, Complainant, has stated in his written submission dated 05.03.2009 that he is a citizen of India and is an allottee and resident of an apartment in the “New Generation Apartments, Dhakoli, Zirakpur, which area
 falls under the jurisdiction of EO/NP/MC – Zirakpur and  which complex of 
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apartments has been promoted by New Generation Real Estate Pvt. Ltd., Sector: 35-B, Chandigarh. He has further stated that the lay-out Plan of the scheme “New Generation Apartments” was approved by STP(S) Ludhiana vide No. STP(S)353/1, dated 28.06.2002 and this lay-out Plan was adopted by the Nagar Panchayat, Zirakpur vide resolution No. 59 of 17.09.2002. The scheme was however not approved by the Government of Punjab and as per the  information of the Complainant,  is pending approval from the Government of Punjab till date. He has further submitted that during 2005, the Promoter Company started making amendments to the layout plan dated 28.06.2002 pending its sanction from the Government of Punjab. These amendments were totally detrimental to the interests of the Allottees and their living conditions in the Complex as the Promoter Company has now raised 342 apartments against 276 with the result that the open area has been reduced and there is no Community Centre and Shopping Centre for the Complex which is against the building bye-laws. Accordingly, a CWP No. 13667 of 2005 was filed by Shri R. K. Saini in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in which the Hon’ble Court has issued directions to the Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab on 01.09.2005 to issue speaking orders and do the needful with respect to the pleadings by Shri R. K. Saini in the said CWP. Accordingly, Principal Secretary Local Government Punjab vide order dated 23.09.2005 issued directions to the EO/NP – Zirakpur to 
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do the needful to get  the post-facto sanction of the Government of Punjab to the scheme as per Layout Plan 28.06.2002 after following Lawful Procedure.  He has further stated that after 3 years various individual residents, including this Complainant, are seeking information from various connected authorities  in the matter of:
(i) Status of the “Post Facto Sanction” of the layout plan dated 28.06.2002, to be taken from the government of Punjab.

(ii) Status of possibility of sanction to the presently amended structure in gross deviation to the layout plan dated 28.06.2002.

(iii) And various other matters that were part of the Agreement under which the Apartment was sold.

6.

In view of the facts narrated by the Complainant, the objections raised by the Respondent were over-ruled. It is pertinent to mention here that  in a Complaint Case (CC-315/2007)   strict action was taken by the Commission and penalty was imposed upon the PIO. However,   the Executive Officer, M. C. Zirakpur filed a Writ Petition No. 8152/2008 against the orders of the Commission and the same have been stayed by the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court. However, the instant case is different and,  therefore, directions were issued to the PIO to supply the information. 

7.

During hearing on 16.07.2009,  a written submission was submitted 
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from the PIO without signatures and date alongwith four documents and one 

copy was handed over to the Complainant by the Ld. Counsel for the Respondent and the case was fixed for further hearing on 04.08.2009.
8.

During hearing on 04.08.2009, the Complainant made a written submission alongwith some documents and the PIO was directed to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing alongwith an affidavit explaining reasons as to why submission made  by him through the Counsel have not been signed by him and as to why the information has not been supplied to the Complainant so far as per the directions issued by the Commission vide orders dated 05.05.2009. He was also directed to explain reasons as to why  penalty be not imposed upon him 
for willful delay in the supply of information to the Complainant and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him.  The Ld. Counsel for the Respondent, who appeared after the hearing was over, was informed about the proceedings held in the court and the case was adjourned to 03.09.2009.
9.

The court could  not be held on 03.09.2009 due to some administrative grounds and was adjourned to 30.09.2009. On 30.09.2009, the PIO was not present and accordingly, Shri Bhopal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO was again issued show-cause notice for imposition of penalty under Section 
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20(1) and for awarding of compensation to the Complainant under Section 

19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005. Again the Ld. Counsel for the Respondent appeared after the hearing was over  and he was informed about the
 proceedings held in the court. The Ld. Counsel informed that the orders of the Commission have not reached the PIO. Accordingly, the Registry was directed to send the orders of the Commission to the address of Ld. Counsel for the Respondent Shri H. S. Sethi, 3948, Sector: 47-D, Chandigarh by registered post and the case was adjourned to 27.10.2009. 
10.

On 27.10.2009, after detailed arguments and deliberations and after going through the submissions dated 27.10.2009 of Shri Bhopal Singh, PIO, the PIO, who was again not present, was directed to comply with the orders of the Commission dated 05.05.209 and supply the complete information to the Complainant within 15 days and he was again directed to be present on the next date of hearing, when the matter regarding imposition of penalty and awarding of compensation will be considered. The case was adjourned to 12.11.2009.

11.

On 12.11.2009 a copy of the information was sent to the Commission by the PIO but he was not present. The court could not be held on 12.11.2009 due to some administrative grounds and the case was adjourned to 29.12.2009. The information sent by the PIO on 12.11.2009 was handed over to the Complainant on 29.12.2009 and the PIO was again not present.  On the 
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request of the Ld. Counsel for the Respondent, the case was adjourned to 

04.02.2010.  On 04.02.2010,  the PIO was  not present and after hearing arguments of both the parties, the judgement was reserved. 
12.

After going through the case file and the interim orders issued vis-à-vis the submissions made by both the parties, from time to time,  I arrive at the conclusion that the PIO willfully delayed the information by adopting delaying tactics and casual approach as the PIO did not attend the proceedings despite issuance of directions in this regard  a number of times and even after the show-cause notices were issued to him for imposition of penalty on him and awarding of compensation to the Complainant. Besides, the Ld. Counsel attended the proceedings on a couple of occasions when the regular hearing was over. Ultimately, the information was supplied on 12.11.2009 after a period of 6 months when the information was readily available in the domain of the Public Authority. The Respondent used all sorts of delaying tactics and excuses to delay the information to intentionally harm the interest of the Complainant. Therefore, in view of the facts and circumstances of the case,  I am fully convinced that justice demands action against the PIO under Section 20(1) and 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act. Therefore, I impose a penalty of Rs. 10,000/-(Rupees Ten  thousand) on Shri Bhopal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, Municipal Council Zirakpur to be deducted in two equal  instalments  from his salary for the months of April, 2010 
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and May, 2010 and deposited in the State Treasury under the  following Head of 

Account:-



“ Major Head – 0070 – Other Administrative Services -60



Other Services – 800 – Other receipts – 86



Fee under the Right to Information Act, 2005(Penalty)”
I also award a compensation of Rs. 10, 000(Ten thousand) to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered in obtaining information,   to be paid to him through Bank Draft within a period of 20 days from the receipt of this order.
13.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 10.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17, Chandigarh.
14.

Copies of the order be sent to all the  parties by Registered Post.








    Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 30. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
CC:

1.
The Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab,




Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
The Director, Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
3. Shri Bhopal Singh, 

Superintendent-cum-PIO, 

Municipal Council, Zirakpur, District: Mohali.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)








                          REGISTERED
Shri R. C. Bawa, General Secretary,

New Generation Residents Welfare Society(Regd.),

Flat No. 15-G, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur, District: Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

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

District: Mohali.







 Respondent

CC - 396/2009
RESERVED ON 04.02.2010

AND

PRONOUNCED IN THE OPEN COURT ON 30.03.2010
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 04.02.2010 and after hearing both the parties, the judgement was reserved. 

2.

In this case the Complainant demanded information on following five points relating to “Commercial Complex” raised by the Group namely ‘Unicity Builders’ promoted by one Hemraj Garg and Others, which is adjacent to New Generation Apartments Complex and alongside the Railway line at Dhakoli, Zirakpur, on the National Highway-22(Zirakpur-Kalka Highway):-

(1)
Whether the Project is sanctioned by the Competent Authority. If so, kindly supply us the copy of the sanctioned plans and the order of sanction thereof.
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(2)
Whether the project has been accorded the administrative approval by the Government of Punjab. If so, kindly supply us the copy of the said approval alongwith the related documents.
(3)
Kindly furnish us the copies of the No Objection Certificates obtained by the Developer M/s Unicity Builders from various authorities for the said project, viz. Railways, Pollution Control Board, PSEB, National  Highway Authority and other concerned Departments.
(4)
Whether the consent of the adjacent colony has been obtained by the Developer or the M.C. and if so copies of the same may kindly be furnished to us.

(5)
Does the law allow a developer to raise a multistoreyed Commercial Complex just in front of a residential colony, thus blocking light and air to the residents of such a colony< Kindly furnish us a copy of any such order in this regard according to which the said developer reportedly is going to raise a nine storey Complex.

3.

This case has been heard on 05.05.2009, 16.07.2009, 04.08,2009, 30.9.2009, 27.10.2009, 29.12.2009 and 04.02.2010.

4.

On 05.05.2009,  Ld. Counsel for the Respondent requested to adjourn the case as the whole staff of the Municipal Council Zirakpur was engaged in Lok Sabha Elections. However, he was directed to submit his 
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Vakalatnama for appearing in the instant case. The case was adjourned to 16.07.2009.

5.

On 16.07.2009 Ld. Counsel for the Respondent made a written submission, one copy of which handed over to the Complainant and the Complainant was directed to send his response, if any, to the PIO within a week. No Vakalatnama was submitted by the Ld. Counsel even today. The case was adjourned to 04.08.2009.
6.

On 04.08.2009, Ld. Counsel was directed to submit his Vakalatnama, when he appeared after the hearing in the case was over. The PIO was directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 03.09.2009.

7.

Hearing could not be held on 03.09.2009 due to some administrative grounds and the case was adjourned to 30.09.2009.

8.

On 30.09.2009, the Complainant submitted that since the information has not been supplied to him so far, penalty may be imposed upon the PIO and he may be compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by him. Accordingly, Shri Bhopal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO was issued Show-Cause Notice for imposing penalty upon him and awarding compensation to the Complainant. The case was adjourned to 27.10.2009. Ld. Counsel for the Respondent appeared after the hearing was over. He informed that previous 
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order has not reached the Respondent. It was directed the order be sent to the Ld. Counsel at his address. 
9.

On 27.10.2009 after hearing both the parties, the PIO was directed to comply with the orders of the Commission dated 04.08.2009 and supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing and the case was adjourned to 12.11.2009.

10.

Hearing could not be held on 12.11.2009 due to some administrative grounds and the case was adjourned to 29.12.2009.

11.

On 29.12.2009, Ld. Counsel for the Respondent was not present. A request was received from him to adjourn the case as he was down with fever. Two copies of information were sent by  the PIO, which were taken on record. The Complainant stated that he has not received the information. Accordingly, one copy of the information was handed over t the Complainant and the case was adjourned to 04.02.2010.
12.

On 04.02.2010, after hearing both the parties, the judgement was reserved.
13.

After going through the case file and the interim orders issued vis-à-vis the submissions made by both the parties, from time to time,  I arrive at the conclusion that the PIO willfully delayed the information by adopting delaying 
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tactics and casual approach as the PIO did not attend the proceedings despite issuance of directions in this regard  a number of times and even after the show-cause notices were issued to him for imposition of penalty on him and awarding 
of compensation to the Complainant. Besides, the Ld. Counsel attended the proceedings on a couple of occasions when the regular hearing was over. Ultimately, the information was supplied on 12.11.2009 after a period of 6 months when the information was readily available in the domain of the Public Authority. The Respondent used all sorts of delaying tactics and excuses to delay the information to intentionally harm the interest of the Complainant. Therefore, in view of the facts and circumstances of the case,  I am fully convinced that justice demands action against the PIO under Section 20(1) and 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act. Therefore, I impose a penalty of Rs. 10,000/-(Rupees Ten  thousand) on Shri Bhopal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, Municipal Council Zirakpur to be deducted in two equal  instalments  from his salary for the months of April, 2010 

and May, 2010 and deposited in the State Treasury under the  following Head of 

Account:-



“ Major Head – 0070 – Other Administrative Services -60



Other Services – 800 – Other receipts – 86



Fee under the Right to Information Act, 2005(Penalty)”

Contd……p/6
CC - 396/2009



-6-

13.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 10.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17, Chandigarh.

14.

Copies of the order be sent to all the  parties by Registered Post.









    Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 30. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
The Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab,




Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
The Director, Local Government, Punjab,

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

3.       Shri Bhopal Singh, 

Superintendent-cum-PIO, 

Municipal Council, Zirakpur, District: Mohali.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)








                          REGISTERED

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

# 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana – 141001.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana – 141008.


 Respondent

CC - 1199/2009

RESERVED ON 12. 01. 2010

AND

PRONOUNCED IN THE OPEN COURT ON 30.03.2010
ORDER

1.

In this case the Complainant, vide his application dated 07.03.2009 demanded following information from the PIO of the office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana after depositing Rs. 10/-(Ten) in the shape of Indian Postal Order dated 12.02.2009 as fee:-
I.
Certified legible copy, duly dated, of the following documents pertaining to the most recent construction/strengthening/overlay(whether complete or under constructions) on the Hambran  road.
A.
Complete Notice Inviting Tender/Tender Notification/Invitation for Bids.

B.
Terms and conditions of tender.

C.
Cost Estimate on the basis of which tender was invited.

D.
Revised Cost Estimate, if any.
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E
Sketch/site plan/map of the road.

F.
Comparative Statement of technical bids.

G.
Comparative Statement of financial bids.

H.
Technical bid submitted by the successful bidder.

I.
Financial bid submitted by the bidder.

J.
Agreement including approved DNIT, as signed by the contractor and the Municipal Corporation.

K.
Work Order issued by the Municipal Corporation, as accepted by the contractor.

L.
Complete Measurement Book.

M.
All Running Bills submitted by the contractor, as approved by the Municipal Corporation.

N.
Final Bill submitted by the contractor, as approved by the Municipal Corporation.

O.
Final Certificate issued by the authorized Engineer of the Municipal Corporation.


II.
Whether the road work has been done under RIDF/CRF/any 
                                other central scheme?  If yes, provide certified legible copy,  

                                duly dated, of the cost estimate, as approved by the central 
          agency. Also provide certified legible copy, duly dated, of the letter of sanction/approval received from the Central government/agency in this regard.
III.
In case the work was not completed within the initially allocated period, please provided amount recoverable as penalty for delay in completion of work  and calculation thereof. If penalty has not been recovered, please provide certified copy, duly dated, of documents available on record on the strength of which penalty was not imposed and recovered.

IV.
Certified legible copy, duly dated, of the Punjab PWD specifications, as applicable to the construction of road in question. It is clarified that the MORT&H/MOST/IRC specifications are already available with the applicant, only PWD specifications applicable to the road in question are to be provided. In case, the MORT&H specifications only are applicable to the road in question, please state so clearly.
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V.
Names & designations of the officials, right from the lowest official to the senior most official, entrusted with the task of supervising the construction work regarding the road in question duly mentioning the dates during which the task pertaining to road in question remained entrusted to each of the officials.

VI.
Names & designations of the officials, right from the lowest official to the senior most official, who approved each of the running bills and the final bill pertaining to the road in question.

VII.
The Applicant would, at his discretion, also like to inspect, either himself or through his representative, all the records(both in electronic and paper form), documents, letters, communications,  notes etc. which are relied by your office and/or on the basis of which the information to the above-mentioned request is supplied/to be provided. Please provide the working hours of your office and the name, contact details and exact location of the record officer/other officials in whose custody the said records are available and who would facilitate the inspection thereof The undersigned requests you to provide certified copies/extract of records, documents, letters, communications, notes, electronic documents, e-mails and relevant potion/noting of any and all the documents required by the applicant after the inspection by the applicant(and/or his representative) or otherwise. During the inspection, the applicant may be allowed to take notes from the documents and seek copies of all or any of the documents available in paper or electronic format.

2.

This case has been heard on 07.07.2009, 01.10.2009, 10.11.2009, 02.12.2009. Interim orders were issued on every hearing. On 12.01.2010, after hearing both the parties, the judgement was reserved to be pronounced in the open court.
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3.

On 07.07.2009, Shri Ranjit Singh, SDO, appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO supplied information, running into 445 pages to the 
Complainant. The Complainant informed the Commission that  the Respondent has denied to supply the information regarding Paras  II & III, being questionnaire. A perusal of the application of the Complainant revealed that  the information asked in Paras  II & III is very specific  and  the PIO was directed to provide information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
The Complainant submitted that since the information has been delayed for more than four months, penalty may be imposed upon the PIO and he may be compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by him. Accordingly, Shri B. K. Gupta, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO was issued Show-Cause Notice for imposition of penalty upon him and awarding of compensation to the Complainant. The case was adjourned to 11.08.2009.
4.

Hearing could not be held on 11.08.2009 due to some administrative grounds and the case was adjourned to 01.10.2009.

5.

On 01.10.2009 Shri B. K. Gupta, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO stated that he has sent his written submission dated 17.08.2009 in response to the Show-Cause Notice issued to him and one copy was handed over to the Complainant. In the written submission, Shri B. K. Gupta has stated that he was designated as PIO on 09.06.2009 and after taking the charge of the post of PIO, 
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weekly meetings regarding RTI cases were conducted to streamline the procedure for supply of timely information to the applicants. While tendering his unconditional apology, Shri Gupta assured that more better efforts would be put 
in for the disposal of RTI applications in future by the designated APIOs, who are to be considered as deemed PIOs. The Complainant submitted his observations on the information supplied to him earlier and a copy of the same was handed over to the PIO. The PIO was directed to send his response to the Complainant within 15 days including a copy of the Technical Bid and Financial Bid of the contractor. Shri B. K. Gupta was directed to supply a list of PIOs posted in the Municipal Corporation during the period from 02.02.2009 to 09.06.2009 to fix responsibility for the delay in the supply of information. The case was adjourned to 10.11.2009 to consider the matter regarding imposition of penalty upon the PIO and awarding of the compensation to the Complainant. 
6.

On 10.11.2009, the Complainant stated that he has sent his observations to the Commission as well as to the PIO on 03.11.2009 on the information supplied to him by post. As the same was not  received by the Commission as well as by the PIO, one copy  of the same was handed over to the Respondent and one copy was submitted to the Commission, which was taken on record. 
 As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri 
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Harkiran Pal Singh, SDO, submitted a list of PIOs,  who remained posted in the Corporation during the period from 02.02.2009 to 09.06.2009 revealing that Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor was the PIO from 13.03.2009 to 18.05.2009, Shri B. K. Gupta was the PIO from 18.05.2009 to 09.06.2009 and Shri Vinod Sharda was the PIO from 18.05.2009 to 09.06.2009. Accordingly, Shri K. S. Kahlon and Shri Vinod Sharda were issued Show-Cause Notices for imposition of penalty upon them for the delay in the supply of information to the Complainant and awarding of compensation to the Complainant. The case was adjourned to 02.12.2009.
7.

On 02.12.2009, the Respondent stated that some more information in the light of the observations submitted by the Complainant has been supplied to him vide letter dated 30.11.2009. Written submissions from Shri Vinod Sharda, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO and Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO were submitted in response to the show-cause   notices issued to them on the last date of hearing. The Complainant requested that the case may be adjourned as he wanted to study the information supplied to him vide letter dated 30.11.2009. Accordingly, the case was adjourned to 12.01.2010.
8.

After going through the case file and the interim orders issued vis-à-vis the submissions made by all the parties, from time to time,  I arrive at the conclusion that the delay in the supply of information occurred in this case as 
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 Shri B. K. Gupta, Shri K. S. Kahlon and Shri Vinod Sharda remained posted as PIOs for short durations and no proper action could be initiated to supply the information in time, though each of them tried their bit in this regard.  Therefore, it is difficult to hold a single officer responsible for the delay in the supply of 
information. Therefore,  no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon any PIO.
 However,  a compensation of Rs. 6000/-(Rupees Six thousand only) is awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information in the instant case, which will be paid to him through Bank Draft by the Public Authority within 20 days of the receipt of this order.
9.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of order on 04.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
10.

Copies of the order be sent to all   the  parties. 




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 30. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
CC:

1.
Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab,




Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.


2.
Shri B. K. Gupta, Joint Commissioner, 




Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

3. Shri Vinod Sharda, Assistant Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

4. Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor,

Legal Advisor, Municipal Corporation,  Ludhiana.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarsem Singh Rai,

C/o Shri Kuljit Singh, Advocate,

# 2290, Phase-10, Mohali.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Local Government,

Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 2131/2009
Present:
Shri Tarsem Singh Rai , Complainant, in person and Shri Kuljit Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant. 


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

In this case the Complainant has demanded Action Taken Report on  the directions issued by Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court on 20.05.2008 in CWP No. 6812 of 2008 and directions were issued by the Commission on 06.10.2009 to supply requisite information to the Complainant. 
2.

The case was last heard on 16.03.2010 when the Ld. Counsel for the Complainant brought to the notice of the Commission that no information has been supplied to the Complainant inspite of the assurance given by Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent. None was present on behalf of the Respondent and directions were again issued to the Respondent to supply the requisite information to the Complainant.
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3.

Today again none is present on behalf of the Respondent. Accordingly, Shri Nirmal Singh Mavi, Under Secretary-cum-PIO is directed to submit a written submission  on the next date of hearing to explain reasons as  to why a penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the requisite information to the Complainant so far.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.04.2010 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: 30. 03. 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,

Rampural Phul – 151103,

District: Bathinda.







Appellant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Information Commission,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC - 79 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri  K. L. Jhamb, Private Secretary to Secretary, SIC and

 Shri H. S. Sodhi, APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The APIO states that the requisite information, available on record,  has been supplied to the Appellant. He submits that since the Appellant is not present for the second consecutive hearing and nothing has been heard from him regarding non-supply of the information, the case may be closed. 
2.

Since the information stands provided and nothing has been heard from the Appellant,  the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 30. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                    
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrit Lal,

S/o Shri Nath Ram,

Village: Karian Pehalwan,

P.O. Canal Colony, 

Tehsil & District: Ferozepur.





Complainant







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

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

CC - 404/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

A  telephonic message has been received from the Complainant  intimating the Commission that he is unable to attend the proceedings today as he is busy in lower court at Ferozepur. He has requested that the case may be adjourned. None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 
2.

Therefore, the  case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 20.04.2010 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: 30. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bagga Singh,

S/o Shri Kasham,

R/o Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur – 152002.






Appellant







Vs

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

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

AC - 125/2010

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

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 11.03.2010,  when the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant free of cost within 15 days and the case was fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders for today.
2.

None is present today and nothing has been heard from the Appellant regarding non-supply of the information, which shows that the Appellant has received the information. 

3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 30. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rulda Singh s/o Sh.Ujaggar Singh,

Village: Jheorheri, Tehsil Mohali,

Distt. SAS Nagar.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Punjab,Vikas Bhawan, Sector-62, Mohali.



 Respondent

CC No. 408 /2010

Present:
Shri Rulda Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Saudagar Singh, Law Officer-cum-PIO, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing , Law Officer-cum-PIO of office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats has transferred the application relating to remaining information which is available with the public authority of Sub Divisional Magistrate-cum- Land Acquisition collector, SAS Nagar, vide letter No. 1278, dated 26.03.2010. However, a copy of the said letter has not been sent to the complainant.  It is directed that the copy of the letter be sent to complainant, Shri Rulda Singh, giving the complete address of the public authority of office of SDM , name of the PIO and telephone number with a copy to the commission.

2.

It is directed that the notice of hearing be sent to the PIO of office of SDM, SAS Nagar and to the PIO of office of DDPO, SAS Nagar for supplying the requisite information.

3.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 20.04.2010 in Court No. 1,  SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
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4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.and to the PIO of office of Sub Divisional Magistrate, SAS Nagar and PIO of office of District Development and Panchayats Officer, SAS Nagar to attend the proceedings and to supply the remaining information.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:30-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC:
(i)
PIO of office of Sub Divisional Magistrate-cum-




Land Acquisition Officer, SAS Nagar.

(ii) PIO of office of District Development and Panchayats Officer, SAS Nagar.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kulwlant Singh s/o Sh. Gopal singh,

VPO: Chhapar, distt. Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Pakhowal, Distt. Ludhiana.






 Respondent

CC No. 401 /2010

Present:
Shri Kulwant Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Armandeep Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO and Shri Surinderjit 


Singh, VDO-cum-panchayat Secretary, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent places on record a receipt given by Shri Kulwant Singh, complainant, dated 19.03.2010 vide which the complainant has received the information along with the copy of the FIR and the revenue record (Jamabandi) for the year 2003-04.  The information has been handed over personally by Shri Surinderjit Singh, VDO.  However, the complainant states that the information is regarding whole village whereas he wanted jamabandi of panchayat land only.

2.

It is directed that the complainant will file a new application for seeking relevant information from the relevant public authority.  Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:30-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Surinder Sahija Pumpy,

Member General Secretary, SAD (Badal),

College, Road, Abohar, Distt. Ferozepur.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Horticulture, Punjab,

SCO No. 843-44, Sector 22A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 407 /2010

Present:
Shri Surinder Sahija Pumpy, complainant, in person.



Shri Gulab Singh, Assistant Director-cum-PIO and Shri 



Narinderpal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the respondent sent the information running into 74 pages, through courier, on 11.03.2010 with a copy to the Commission.  The complainant states that he has received the information but the information is incomplete and it is not as per his demand and is wrong. During arguments, he produced some papers received by him from the field officers and head office. 

2.

On the perusal of the information supplied, it brings out that the information is contradictory. The respondent states that the complainant be directed to submit his observations/ comments on the information supplied to him along with the documents to prove that the information is wrong. It is directed that the complainant will submit his comments/ observations by 15th April, 2010 and the respondent will attend to the observations of the complainant further within a period of 15 days. 
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3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 04.05.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10./00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:30-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Bagga Singh s/o sh. Kasam,

R/o Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur.







      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Markfed Officer,

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

AC No. 131 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Ravinder Khanna, Accountant, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 11.03.2010 when directions were given to supply the information free of cost. Shri Ravinder Khanna, on behalf of respondent, states that the office of Markfed, Punjab, Chandigarh, has filed a civil writ petition No. 5572/2010 in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana against the orders of the Commission dated 11.03.2010 which was heard by the Hon’ble Court on 29.03.2010. The respondent states that the court has granted interim-stay in the case.  However,he could not produce the orders of the court.  It is directed that the respondent-PIO will supply the copy of interim orders passed by the Court within a period of 15 days

2.

Since the operation of orders of the commission has been stayed by the Hon’ble Court, the case is adjourned sine die.  The respondent will supply the copy of decision of the High Court as and when it is received and further notice will be issued thereafter.  
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:30-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Surinder Pal, Advocate,

House No. 539/112/3, St. 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road,

PO> Bastin Jodhewal, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Janjua Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.  1258/2009

Present:
None is present  on behalf of respondent.



Shri Jagdish Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing on 18.03.2010, Shri Jagdish Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent places on record a list of PIOs who worked as PIO on behalf of Principal Secretary, Local Government since 16.02..2009, viz Shri Bhajan Singh, Ms. Meenaxi Bagga and Shri Nirmal Singh Mavi.  He further states that the first incumbent, Shri Bhajan Singh has since retired on 31.08.2009 and Shri Nirmal Singh Mavi has proceeded on leave. At present, Shri Avinash Ohri, Under Secretary has been designated as PIO on behalf of Principal Secretary, Local Govt.

2                 On the perusal of case file, it brings out that no information has been supplied to the complainant though a period of one year has elapsed. I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIOs ( Shri Bhajan Singh, Ms. Meenaxi Bagga and Shri Nirmal Singh Mavi )  to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon them under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. They are also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be 
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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 respondents are directed to file their written submissions showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party. The present Under Secretary-cum-PIO, Shri Avinash Ohri, is directed to get the written submissions of all the aforementioned former PIOs within a period of 15 days and to submit personally to the Commission on the next date of hearing on 29-04-2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 A.M.

3.

A fax message has been received from the complainant in which he has requested that the case may be adjourned as he has not yet received the list of PIOs from the respondent.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties through registered post.  

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:30-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC:
(i)
Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary (Retd.),





Remained PIO upto 31.08.2009.

(ii) Ms.Meenaxi Bagga, Under Secretary, remained as PIO w.e.f. 15-10-2009 to 26.11.2009.

(iii) Shri Nirmal Singh Mavi, Under Secretary, PIO w.e.f. 25.01.2010 till date.

