STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogendra Kumar Kalia, Advocate,

# 76, Sector: 8, Part-1,

Urban Estate, Karnal – 132001.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar – 144001.



 Respondent

CC - 2517 /2009

Present:
Shri Yogendra Kumar Kalia, Complainant, in person.
Shri Manmohan Gupta, SDO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

With reference to the directions given by the Commission on the last date of hearing, the Respondent states that no information/document is available in the domain of the Public Authority, which has been demanded by the Complainant. 

3.

The Complainant makes a written submission in the court, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Respondent, who is present in the court today.  In the written submission, the Complainant has submitted that the PIO of the Jalandhar Improvement Trust has committed the following acts of 
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omission contrary to law in dealing with the RTI application for information:-

(a)
The PIO never responded at all in Form “B” as required under Rules 3(2), 4(3), 4(4) and 4(5) of Pb. RTI Rules, 2007,

 for the reason s best known to him. It is submitted that a self 

addressed 4” x 9” envelope bearing Rs. 25/- postage stamps had been enclosed with the RTI application.

(b)
In fact, after the present complaint had been filed on 26.08.2009 and a copy thereof had been sent to the APIO, JIT through speed post, the PIO playing smart prepared a vague, incomplete and totally misleading reply allegedly on 02.09.2009 and to pre-empt action against him through this Hon’ble Commission, allegedly posted it on 08.09.2009 through a UPC envelope.   Original letter and UPC envelope bearing Jalandhar City Post Office stamp dated 08.09.2009 is being shown in original to your Hon’ble Self.

(c)
The original RTI application had been sent by speed post to the APIO on 15.07.2009 and the alleged vague, incomplete and totally misleading reply sent to the Complainant-applicant on 08.09.2009, actually received on 15.09.2009, that is, after a lapse of two months from the date of application.

Contd……p/3

CC - 2517 /2009


           -3-

(d)
Now after assuring this Hon’ble Commission to provide all the information and getting three adjournments, the PIO has provided only those documents which were referred to in his first one page response dated 5/6.09.2009 only.

(e)
To-day   the PIO, who appeared on previous occasions, is absent by sending a substitute representative of the Public Authority. Even the record called for production by a specific order of this Commission, has also not been produced. Whatever submissions have been made by the substitute representative are not tenable legally.

In the written submission, the Complainant has further requested that:-

a) Statement of the PIO/or his substitute, on oath, may kindly be recorded in the open Court on certain crucial point s to elicit truth.

b) It is further requested that strict action under the provisions of Order XVI rule 10(3) and Order XI rule 14 of the Code of Civil Procedure stipulating issuance of warrants against the PIO may kindly be ordered as per RTI Act.

c) It is further prayed that recording of statements on oath of the Legal Record Keeper and the Executive Officer of the Trust(being the FAA) on the next date of hearing, if deemed fit, be also ordered recorded to elicit truth. 
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d) It is also requested that exemplary action may be taken against the PIO, Jalandhar Improvement Trust by way of 

e) imposing compensatory costs under Section 19(8)(b), penalty under Section 20(2) and recommending departmental action against him in the interests of justice, equity and to uphold supremacy of good governance through the RTI Act.
4.

Accordingly, it is directed that Shri Parmod Sharma, Trust Engineer-cum-PIO will appear in person on the next date of hearing  alongwith affidavit duly authenticated by Executive Magistrate stating that the information, demanded by the Complainant, is not available in the domain of the Public Authority. It is also directed Resolution Registers available with the Improvement Trust Jalandhar be brought in original on the next date of hearing. He is also directed to produce registers(from 1965 till 2009) maintained or required to be maintained in Form Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 4 under Rules 17 to 21 of the Improvement Trust Rules, 1939 regarding 475 acres and 51.5 acres schemes on the next date of hearing.

5.

Shri Parmod Sharma, Trust Engineer-cum-PIO is also directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and 
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as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10. 02. 2010 at 11.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 12. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogendra Kumar Kalia, Advocate,

# 76, Sector: 8, Part-1,

Urban Estate, Karnal – 132001.





Complainant







Vs

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

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 2595 /2009

Present:
Shri Yogendra Kumar Kalia, Complainant, in person.
None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant makes a written submission in the court, which is taken on record.  In the written submission, the Complainant has submitted that the APIO of the Local Self Government Department has committed the following acts of omission contrary to law in dealing with the RTI application for information:-

(a)
The APIO never responded at all in Form “B” as required under Rules 3(2), 4(3), 4(4) and 4(5) of Pb. RTI Rules, 2007, for the reasons best known to him. It is submitted that a self addressed 4” x 9” envelope bearing Rs. 25/- postage stamps had been enclosed with the RTI application.
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(b)
In case the RTI application had, for argument sake, been sent to him wrongly, the APIO did not take any steps as required under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act.

(c )
The APIO did neither accept nor reject the RTI application, for argument sake, as being hit by section 8 or section 11 of the RTI Act.

(d)
Even after this complaint had been lodged in the Hon’ble State Information Commission on 26.08.2009 with a copy thereof endorsed to him, the APIO still kept mum.

(e)
While appearing for the first time before this Hon’ble Commission and to ensure that the APIO does not play smart again, thus wasting the time of this Commission, the information sought for in the original RTI application was reframed as given in Annexure “F” for this APIO to reply.

(f)
Despite getting adjournments spanning over a period of more than three months, the APIO has not given an iota of any information, which, in humble submission of this Complainant, an affront to the majesty of this Commission and very implementation of the RTI Act.

(g) This APIO is been playing a game of hide and seek right from the very beginning and even going to the extent of over
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(h)  reaching this Hon’ble Tribunal firstly by showing that all the information sought is available with the JIT and that too by putting a letter dated 28.10.2009 on record of this case, more than three and a half months after the RTI application was sent to him. Now the deafening silence on his part is nothing short of a mystery. It is apparent that this APIO is colluding with PIO, JIT to keep the information sought in wraps.

In the written submission, the Complainant has suggested  that:-

a)
Statement of the PIO on oath may kindly be recorded in the open Court on certain crucial points to elicit truth.

b)
It is further requested that statements of the Legal Record Keeper of LG-II branch and the Under Secretary of the LG-II(being the FAA), if deemed fit, be also recorded on similar lines.

c) It is requested that exemplary action may be taken against the APIO by way of imposing compensatory costs under Section  19(8)(b), penalty under Section 20(2) and recommending departmental action against him in the interests of justice, equity and to uphold supremacy of good governance through the RTI Act.

2.

On the last date of hearing Shri Dalwinder Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Gurnam Singh, Senior Assistant were present and they were 
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directed to the Supply the requisite information to the Complainant. None is present  today nor any information has been supplied to the Complainant.

 Therefore, I call upon Ms. Kavita Chauhan, IAS, Additional Secretary Local Government-cum-PIO to be present, in person,  on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite information for supply to the Complainant. She will also intimate the names of PIOs who remained posted since 27.8.2009 so that necessary action could be initiated against the concerned PIO, who is responsible for the delay in the supply of information to the Complainant. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10. 02. 2010 at 11.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 12. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


CC

1.
Principal Secretary, Local Government Punjab,




Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2. Ms. Kavita Chauhan, IAS, Additional Secretary Local  Government, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.      

3.
PIO of the office of Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.                      
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Goyal,

C/o Janta Service Station,

Mehlan – Jind Road, Sangrur – 148001.




Complainant







Vs

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

SCO No. 131-132,   Juneja Building, 

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 2645/2009

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

ORDER

1.

This case had been fixed for hearing on 05.11.2009 and 08. 12.2009 but none was present. Today again, no one is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. Therefore, the case is disposed of due to non-pursuance by both the parties. 

2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 12. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tasvir Chand, Chairman,

Panchayat Samiti, Dorangla,

Village: Joger, P.O. Jhabkara,

Tehsil & District: Gurdaspur.





Complainant







Vs

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

Dorangla, District: Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC - 2780 /2009

Present:
Shri Tasvir Chand, Complainant, in person.


Shri Bur Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant states that he has received the requisite information on 20.12.2009 by registered post and he is satisfied. The Respondent submits that since the requisite information has been supplied, the case may be closed. 

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: 12. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri V. K. Kapoor,

Deputy Controller(F&A),

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

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






SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 2126/2009

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

ORDER

1.

The Respondent had intimated on the last date of hearing  that the concerned file had been put up to the higher authorities for approval of the amendment as per the demand of the Complainant. He assured the Commission that as and when the amendment is approved by the competent authority , the same will be issued. He further stated that the Complainant has also been informed of this fact  vide letter dated 17.11.2009.

2.

On the assurance given by the Respondent on the last date of hearing that the amendment will be issued as when it is approved by the competent authority,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 12. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village: Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar, P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC -1166/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

Since none is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent, one more opportunity is given to both the parties to pursue their case.

2.

The PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is directed to supply requisite information to the Complainant relating to their office as per the demand of the Complainant. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 16.02.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.







Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 12. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

  CC:

PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.                        
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Urban Estate, Phase-1, 

Focal Point, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

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

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC - 979/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri Jagdish Singh Johal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. As per the orders of the Commission dated 01.12.2009, he submits affidavits from Smt. Meenakshi Bagga, Under Secretary Personnel(formerly Under Secretary Local Government-cum-PIO) and Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary, Local Government-cum-PIO(Retd.). I am satisfied with the explanation put forth by the former PIOs for the delay in the supply of information. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be  imposed upon them and no compensation is ordered to be awarded to the Complainant. 

2.

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

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 12. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Rakesh Madaan,

320, Preet Nagar, 

Sodal Road, Jalandhar. 






Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC - 636 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri Gurcharan Singh, Executive Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter No. CE-III/ROB/952, dated 08.01.2010, as per the directions given by  the Commission on 01.12.2009 and due receipt has been taken from the Appellant dated 11.01.2010.

2.

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

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 12. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Inder Pal Singh,

S/o Shri Udham Singh,

Village: Dehriwal Kirn,

P.O. Bishankot, Tehsil & District: Gurdaspur.



Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Rural Development and Panchayat,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.



 Respondent

AC - 832 /2009

Present:
Shri Inder Pal Singh, Appellant,  in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 08.12.2009 when information relating to the office of BDPO, Fatehgarh Churian was supplied and the directions were issued to the BDPO, Dhariwal to supply requisite information relating to his office to the Appellant. 

2.

None is present on behalf of the PIO of the office of BDPO, Dhariwal nor any information has been supplied  to the Appellant. The Appellant states that Shri Gurmit Singh, Accountant,  of the office of BDPO, Dhariwal has used unparliamentary language to him when he visited his office in connection with the information.
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3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO of the office of Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Vikas Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali, will appear in person, on the next date of hearing,  alongwith requisite information relating to the office of BDPO, Dhariwal for supply to the Appellant. It is also directed that an inquiry be conducted against Shri Gurmit Singh, Accountant, to look into the allegations of the Appellant and necessary action under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 be taken on the basis of the inquiry report.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 16.02.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No.1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 12. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


CC

1.
The Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

                                  Dhariwal, District: Gurdaspur.
                       


  


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri G.S.Bawa,

295, Bharat Nagar, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2365 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of respondent. The respondent states that an amount of Rs.5,000/- (Rupees Five thousand only) imposed as penalty on Shri Subhash Gupta, ATE, the then PIO, has been deducted from his pay for the month of December, 2009 and the same will be deposited in the proper head of the RTI Act.

2.

Since the orders of the Commission dated 15.12.2009 have been complied with, the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:12-01-2010


                State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Shukla Kohli w/o Sh. Sham Kumar Kohli,

R/O 85-D, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1525 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant. The respondent states that an amount of Rs.4500/- (Rupees Four thousand five hundred only), on account of compensation awarded to the complainant, has been sent  vide letter No. 4461, dated 18.12.2009 through Bank draft dated 18.12.2009 in the name of Smt. Shukla Kohli wife of Shri Sham Kumar Kohli. The draft has been received by Shri Kuldeep Singh Kohli on behalf of Mrs. Shukla Kohli who has signed on the office copy of letter dated 18.12.2009. Smt. Shukla Kohli vide her letter dated 14.12.2009, addressed to the Chief Information Commissioner, has requested that the case may be kept open until the information is provided. The complainant is not present today. Neither the respondent has produced any 
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proof for the deduction of Rs.5,000/- ( Rupees Five thousand only) from the pay of the then PIO,. Shri Subhash Gupta, ATE as penalty imposed upon him.

2.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders and further hearings on 16.02.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:12-01-2010


                   State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sham Kumar Kohli,

85-D, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 3184 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 08.12.2009 when the respondent has supplied the information to the complainant and the case was fixed for confirmation of orders and to seek any comments/  observations by the complainant. The complainant is not present for the second time and nothing has been heard from him.

2.

Since the requisite information as per the demand of the complainant stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:12-01-2010


                 State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr.Rajinder Kumar Singla,

c/o Mr. Jatinder Moudgil,

E-1/12, Panjab University, Chandigarh-14.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1362 /2009

Present:
Dr. Rajinder Kumar Singla, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

A show cause notice has already been issued to the PIO when directions were issued to supply the information within a period of 15 days. However, no action has been taken by the respondent-PIO nor any representative of the respondent is present in the court today.  The Commission has taken a very serious view and it is directed that the requisite affidavit along with the information to be supplied to the complainant be submitted before the next date of hearing. Otherwise as per orders dated 03.11.2009, penalty will be imposed on the PIO for not supplying the information within the stipulated period of 30 days.
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2.           
The PIO is directed to supply the names and designations of officers/ officials who are responsible for not supplying the information so that the Necessary action is recommended to be taken by the Government under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 16.02.2010 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:12-01-2010


                State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal,

Sayal Street, Sirhind-140406,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 2766 /2009

Present:
Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal, the complainant, in person.



Shri Bhajan Singh, Superintendent-cum-Nodal PIO, on behalf 


of  respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the requisite information is ready which is handed over to the complainant in the court today in my presence and one copy is placed in the case file.The complainant may go through the information supplied to him and he may send his response/ observations, if any, within a period of 15 days. The PIO will attend to the observations to be sent by the complainant further within a period of 15 days and will supply the information keeping in view the original application of the complainant dated 25.08.2009.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 16.02.2010 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:12-01-2010


                   State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri H.C.Arora, Advocate,

s/o Shri Sunder Dass, H.No.2299,

Sector 44C, Chandigarh.





      
Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

AC No. 343 /2009

Present:
Shri J.S.Rana, Advocate, on behalf of appellant.



Shri V.K.Sharda, Superintendent, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

The requisite information, vide letter No. 114/RTI-1, dated 12.01.2010, in respect of property returns of 90 IPS officers, relating to the period of first year of  joining the service and the latest year i.e. 2008-2009, is handed over to the appellant in the court today in my presence.

2.

The appellant pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for one week so that he could go through the information supplied to him. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for confirmation on  27.01.2010 in Room No. 4, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 11.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:12-01-2010


                  State Information Commissioner

 
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms. Monica,

54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Small Industires &

Export Corporation, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No.2860  /2009

Present:
None is present from both the sides.
ORDER

1.

A telephone message is received from Shri Tandon, father of Ms. Monica that the case may be adjourned and fixed for further hearings on 16.02.2010.

2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 16.02.2010 in Court No.1,  SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:12-01-2010


                   State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri K.N.Dua,

1-B-71, NIT  ( One), Faridabad-121001.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2640 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant. The respondent states that the rules and regulations, as per the demand of the complainant, will be supplied to him through registered post before the next date of hearing.

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 16.02.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:12-01-2010


                   State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, House No. 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1196 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitendar Jain, the complainant, in person.



Shri Parveen Singla, SDO, Shri Arvind Kumar, J.E. and Shri 


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


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The complainant has sent observations to the information supplied to him on 31.12.2009. However, the respondent states that some information is supplied to the complainant on 11.01.2010. 

3.

The respondent states that there is no financial bid available with the office. It is directed that the PIO of office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana will bring the original record, relating to the tenders received and opened by the Tender Committee, to the commission for its perusal so that it can be confirmed whether the tenders have been invited in two envelope or single envelope. The PIO will also bring correspondence file (along with the noting file) made between the contractor and the Executive Engineer and higher authorities to see whether the contractor has asked for extension in time for the completion of the work.

Contd…p/2

CC No. 1196/2009



-2-

4.

The complainant states that the information is still incomplete even after the lapse of nine months and the penalty be imposed on the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act. As per the letter of complainant dated 31.12.2009, the first set of information was supplied on 07.07.2009 after a period of 120 days.  

Action be taken against the officers/ officials, who are responsible for the late supply of information, under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act. He may also be compensated for the determent suffered by him under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act.  

5.

It is, therefore, directed that the APIO, Shri S.C.Salaria, Executive Engineer (B&R) –cum-Nodal Officer for RTI, will submit his affidavit duly authenticated by the competent authority as to why penalty may not be imposed upon him for not supplying the information within the stipulated period of 30 days. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.01.2010 at 3.00 PM in room No. 4, SCO No.32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.
 7.

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

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:12-01-2010


                 State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, House No. 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1197 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitendar Jain, the complainant, in person.



Shri Parveen Singla, SDO, Shri Arvind Kumar, J.E. and Shri 


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


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The complainant has sent observations to the information supplied to him on 31.12.2009. However, the respondent states that some information is supplied to the complainant on 11.01.2010. 

3.

The respondent states that there is no financial bid available with the office. It is directed that the PIO of office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana will bring the original record, relating to the tenders received and opened by the Tender Committee, to the commission for its perusal so that it can be confirmed whether the tenders have been invited in two envelope or single envelope. The PIO will also bring correspondence file (along with the noting file) made between the contractor and the Executive Engineer and higher authorities to see whether the contractor has asked for extension in time for the completion of the work.

Contd…p/2

CC No. 1197/2009



-2-

4.

The complainant states that the information is still incomplete even after the lapse of nine months and the penalty be imposed on the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act. As per the letter of complainant dated 31.12.2009, the first set of information was supplied on 07.07.2009 after a period of 120 days.  

Action be taken against the officers/ officials, who are responsible for the late supply of information, under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act. He may also be compensated for the determent suffered by him under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act.  

5.

It is, therefore, directed that the APIO, Shri S.C.Salaria, Executive Engineer (B&R) –cum-Nodal Officer for RTI, will submit his affidavit duly authenticated by the competent authority as to why penalty may not be imposed upon him for not supplying the information within the stipulated period of 30 days. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.01.2010 at 3.00 PM in room No. 4, SCO No.32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.
 7.

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

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:12-01-2010


                  State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, House No. 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1198 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, complainant, in person.



Shri Joginder Singh, SDO, Shri Surinder Chaudhry, J.E. and 


Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The complainant has sent observations to the information supplied to him on 31.12.2009. However, the respondent states that some information is supplied to the complainant on 11.01.2010. 

3.

The respondent states that there is no financial bid available with the office. It is directed that the PIO of office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana will bring the original record, relating to the tenders received and opened by the Tender Committee, to the commission for its perusal so that it can be confirmed whether the tenders have been invited in two envelope or single envelope. The PIO will also bring correspondence file (along with the noting file) made between the contractor and the Executive Engineer and higher authorities to see whether the contractor has asked for extension in time for the completion of the work.

Contd…p/2

CC No. 1198/2009



-2-

4.

The complainant states that the information is still incomplete even after the lapse of nine months and the penalty be imposed on the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act. As per the letter of complainant dated 31.12.2009, the first set of information was supplied on 07.07.2009 after a period of 120 days.  

Action be taken against the officers/ officials, who are responsible for the late supply of information, under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act. He may also be compensated for the determent suffered by him under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act.  

5.

It is, therefore, directed that the APIO, Shri S.C.Salaria, Executive Engineer (B&R) –cum-Nodal Officer for RTI, will submit his affidavit duly authenticated by the competent authority as to why penalty may not be imposed upon him for not supplying the information within the stipulated period of 30 days. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.01.2010 at 3.00 PM in room No. 4, SCO No.32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.
 7.

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

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:12-01-2010

                     
State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, House No. 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1199 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, complainant, in person.



Shri V.V.Khanna, SDO, Shri Ranjit Singh, SDO, Shri 



Harkiranpal Singh, SDO and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal 



Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information stands supplied and the case is reserved for orders.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:12-01-2010


                   State Information Commissioner
