STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurinderjit Singh Laddy,

GF-Tanki Wali Road,

South City, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Irrigation, Opposite Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.



 Respondent
CC - 1154/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri  Sohan Lal, Assistant Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that as per the directions of the Commission an affidavit dated 27.08.2009 from Shri Rajinder Singh Saini, Executive Engineer, Sidhwan Canal Division, Ludhiana,  has been sent by post to the Commission. As the affidavit has not been received in the Commission, the Respondent submits one copy of the same, which is taken on record. He further states that a copy of the affidavit has been sent to the Complainant. He submits that since the orders of the Commission have been complied with, the case may be closed. 

2.

Therefore,   the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nachhattar Singh, Panch,

Gram Panchayat, Ikoloha, Block: Khanna,

District: Ludhiana.







Complainant







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

Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC - 1998/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Smt. Veena Gupta, Senior Assistant, office of Director Rural Development  and Panchayat, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

A telephonic message from the Complainant  has been received through Receptionist of the Commission intimating that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. 
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: 17. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Inder Mohan Sabharwal,

Mohan Saree House,

Sadar Bazar, Kapurthala.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal, MDSD Senior Secondary School,

Kapurthala – 144601.






 Respondent

CC - 2048/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri S. S. Shorie, Administrator-cum-PIO and Shri Harish Kumar, Accountant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been sent to the Complainant vide Reference No. 169 dated 09.11.2009 by Registered Post  with one copy to the Commission,  which has been received in the Commission on 10.11.2009 against Diary No. 17908. 
2.

I have perused the information supplied to the Complainant and it is exactly as per the demand of the Complainant. The Respondent submits that since the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 
Contd…..p/2
CC - 2048/2009
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3.

The Complainant is not present and nothing has been heard from him regarding non-receipt of the information, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
4.

Therefore,   the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Varinder Singh,

Mohan Nagar, Bhawanigarh,

District: Sangrur – 148026.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal,

Government Inservice Training Centre, Ludhiana.


 Respondent

CC - 1958/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(SE) Punjab, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent places on record a letter dated17.11.2009 alongwith a letter dated 29.10.2009 relating to CC-2466/2009. He states that the Complainant has asked the same information in both the cases and CC-2466/2009 is being heard by Hon’ble SIC Shri R.K. Gupta and fixed for hearing on 20.11.2009. He submits that the instant case i.e. CC-1958 may be closed as some information was supplied on the last date of hearing by the PIO of the office of In-service Training Centre, Ludhiana and he was exempted from attending the future proceedings  and the PIO of the office of D.P.I.(SE) was directed to supply the remaining information .
Contd…..p/2
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2.

From the perusal of both the files it transpires that the Complainant has demanded the same information in both the cases. The Respondent requests that the instant case may be closed as the information is being collected in CC-2466/2009 which is  being heard by Hon’ble SIC Shri R. K. Gupta and fixed for hearing on 20.11.2009.
3.

On the request of the Respondent, the instant case CC-1958/2009 is closed/disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rabinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

6, Jyoti Nasgar Extension,  Jalandhar.




Appellant







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




 Respondent

AC - 202 /2009

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

Fax messages have been received from Shri Rabinder Singh, Complainant and Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP-cum-APIO, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar intimating the Commission that they are not able to attend the proceedings today as they have been suffering from fever. They have requested to adjourn the case to some other date.
2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 17.12.12009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anand Mohan Singh,

209, Green Park, Near General Bus Stand,

Jalandhar City.







Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust Jalandhar.




 Respondent

CC - 1967/2009

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

The PIO of the office of Improvement Trust, Jalandhar, vide Memo. No. RTI/320/JIT, dated 30.09.2009 has sent adjustment account regarding the recoverable/refundable amount towards plots allotted to Partap Co-operative society Jalandhar to the Complainant in compliance with the orders of the Commission dated 15.09.2009.
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: 17. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ramesh Kumar, President,

Municipal Employees Union,

Nagar Council, Gurdaspur.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Regional Deputy Director,

Urban Local Bodes, Amritsar.





 Respondent

CC - 2026/2009

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

The case was last heard on 14.09.2009,  when the PIO was directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant  with a period of two months and the case was fixed for today for  confirmation of compliance of orders.
2.

None is present today and nothing has been heard from the Complainant regarding non-receipt of the information, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 


3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 11. 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 Extensiion,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







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






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



 Respondent

CC -  1399/2008
Present:
Shri  Gurcharan Singh Brar,  Complainant, in person.
Shri Bhola Ram Goyal, Regional Deputy Director(Local Audit) Ludhiana-cum-APIO and Shri Vijay Sharma, Dealing Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant submits that he filed application for seeking information with the PIO on 20.05.2008  but the complete  information and Action Taken Report, as per his demand,  has not  been supplied to him so far.  He has attended 15 hearings in the instant case in the Commission while traveling from Ludhiana. He requests that penalty may be imposed upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information and he may be awarded compensation at the rate of Rs. 1000/- per visit for the loss and detriment suffered by him.
Contd……p/2

CC -  1399/2008
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3.

The APIO states that the matter will be taken up with the concerned authority to obtain the requisite information for supply to the Complainant and requests that the case may be adjourned for one month.



4.

While giving last chance to the PIO, on the request of the Respondent,  to supply the complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 29.12.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)








                              REGISTERED
Shri Gurmukh Singh,

S/o Shri Hakam Singh,

R/o Village: Chak Kandhe Shah,

Block: Mamdot, P.O.: Pindi, District: Ferozepur.



Complainant







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

Mamdot, Tehsil & District: Ferozepur.




 Respondent

CC - 2025/2008
Present:
Shri Gurmukh Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Om Parkash Bajaj, PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

This case was disposed of on 17.03.2009, when the Complainant was not present.  On the request of the Complainant to give him  full opportunity to present his case, the case was re-opened and fixed for 20.10.2009.
2.

On 20.10.2009, none was present on behalf of the PIO. Accordingly, a show-cause notice was issued to Shri Om Parkash Bajaj, PIO for imposing penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day for the delay in  the supply of information and he was directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing i.e.  today. 
Contd……p/2
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3.

Accordingly, Shri  Om Parkash Bajaj, BDPO-cum-PIO is present today. He states that he has retired on 31.03.2009. He further states that the application of the Complainant for seeking information was received in his office on 02.06.2009 against Receipt No. 5 and was forwarded to Panchayat Secretary of Village Chak Kandhe Shah with a copy to the Complainant as the information was to be supplied by Panchayat  Secretary  of  that village. He further states that after the information running into 8 sheets was supplied to the Complainant on 14.3.2009, the case was disposed of by the Commission.
4.

Shri Gurmukh Singh, Complainant states that during auction of Panchayat land only one member Ms. Kiran Kaur was present and signatures of Shri Surjit Singh are fictitious and auction has not been done as per terms and conditions of the Proceeding Book dated 15.04.2008. 
5.

 The Complainant has submitted  an affidavit dated 09.11.2009  in which he has submitted as under:- 
“ (1)
fJj fe rqkw gzukfJs, uZe  ezX/ ;akj, pbke wwd'N fibk fco'ig[[o dh wkbeh  iwhB 5 J/eV 4 eBkb j? fi; dh p'bh rqkw gzukfJs, fgzv uZe ezX/ ;akj B/ fwsh 15-4-2008 Bz{ b[e S[g d/ ehsh ;h ns/ fJ; ;pzXh fgzv ftu e'Jh w[fBnkdh BjhA eotkJh ;h. w? fJj iwhB m/e/ s/ b?D dk ukjtkB ;h.

Contd……p/3
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(2)
fJj fe fJ; ;pzXh w?A fJBcow/;B nfXekoh-ew-phHvhHghHUH wwd'N s'A fJ; p'bh ;pzXh foekov b?D bJh fJBcowe/;B n?eN, 2005 sfjs fbysh o{g ftu fwsh 05-05-2008 foekov wzfrnk ;h sK ;pzXs nfXekoh B/ w?ABz{ e'Jh foekov BjhA fdZsk ns/ T[bNk w?Bz{ ibhb ehsk.


(3)
fJj fe fJ; s'A pknd w?A fvgNh vkfJo?eNo ;kfjp, fco'ig[o gk; fJ; ;pzXh cfonkd ehsh fiBQK B/ w?Bz{ p'bh dh oew s'A 20# oew finkdk iwQkK eotkT[D dh ;{os ftu p'bh eotkT[D bJh fejk gozs{ id'A w?A fco phHvhHghHUH wwd'N gk; frnk sK fJBQK B/ w/o/ s'A 1,20,000 o[gJ/ iwQK eotkT[D bJh fejk id"A fe fJj p'bh f;oc 80000 o[gJ/ ftu j'Jh ;h. fi; eoe/ w?Bz{ e'Jh fBnk Bjh fwfbnk. fi; eoe/ fJBcow/;B n?eN, 2005 sfjs  foekov wzrDk fgnk. gozs{ w/o/ d[nkok tko tko p/Bsh eoB s/ th w?Bz{ e'Jh foekov fJBcow/;B n?eN, 2005 sfjs BjhA fwfbnk ns/ eohp 10 wjhB/ pknd w?Bz{ nX{oh ikDekoh fdZsh rJh j?.
(4)
fJj fe w?Bz{ gzukfJsh iwhB gN/ s/ Bk fwbD eoe/ w/ok 2 c;bK dk B[e;kB eohp 2,50,000 o[gJ/ dk j'fJnk j?. 

6.                  The Respondent states that on the day of auction Shri Gurmukh 
Contd……p/4
CC - 2025/2008
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Singh, Complainant,  was not present in the village and proper announcement was made by Panchayat Secretary through Chowkidar Shri Bag Ram.
7.

It is directed that Shri Ravinder Pal Singh, present BDPO will attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing and will make written submission explaining  reasons as to why compensation, as per the demand of the Complainant, be not awarded to him for the loss and detriment suffered by him.   Panchayat Secretary will also attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing. He will intimate the amount of  grant deposited with the Panchayat Samiti and the expenditure incurred by him on the installation of Tube-well in Village: Chak Kandhe Shah.
8.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.12.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties through Registered Post.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ujjagar Singh,





          
REGISTERED
S/o Shri Harnam Singh,

Village: Burj, Tehsil: Malerkotla,

District: Sangrur.







Appellant





Vs

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

Malerkotla – II.







 Respondent

AC - 359/2009
Present:
Shri Ujjagar Singh,  Complainant, in person.


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

The case was last heard on 27.10.2009, when BDPO-cum-PIO was directed to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today as none was present  on that day.  Today again no one is present on behalf of the Respondent.  Therefore, Shri Gurinder Singh Tung, BDPO, Malerkotla II  is  directed to attend  the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing . He is directed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.12.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Dulcha Singh Brar,

Department Entomology,

Panjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Panjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No. 1680 /2009

Present:
Fl. Lt. Gaurav Preet Singh Brar on behalf of complainant.



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



Inderpal Singh, Superintendent-cum- APIO and Shri Paramjit 


Singh, Senior Assistant.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

After arguments and deliberations, it is decided that the complainant, Dr. Dulcha Singh Brar, has not demanded the copy of the CD as per the application filed by him on 11.05.2009. No doubt he has filed another appeal with the PIO for which he has not made any reference to the Commission, hence no action is to be taken by the Commission in this behalf.

3.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing,  the file has been sent to the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory,  Mini Sectt., Punjab by the Registry, the report of which is still awaited.

4.

As per the directions given to the PIO, Shri Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO has filed an affidavit duly attested by Notary Public on 12.10.2009 along with the enclosures which has been received in the Commission on 14.10.2009.  Complainant has also confirmed that he has 











Contd..p/2

CC No. 1680 of 2009
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received the affidavit along with the enclosures.

5.

As the report from the Director, Forensic Lab is still awaited, the question of imposing penalty upon the PIO will be decided on the next date of hearing.  It is also directed that the Deputy Registrar will send a reminder to the Director Forensic Lab to send the report immediately.

6.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 15.12.2009 in Court No. 1, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.  

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:17.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum, Gill Road

Chapter, 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana- 141003.






      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC No. 336 /2009

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



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



Inderpal Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Paramjit 


Singh, Senior Assistant.


ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The appellant states that he has not received the copy of the affidavit submitted by the PIO to the Commission vide letter No. 24881, dated 13.10.2009. The respondent hands over a copy of the affidavit to the representative of appellant in the court.

3.

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate, states that he has made submission of the observations to the information supplied to him on 16.11.2009 and he places one copy of the letter dated 17.11.2009 in the Court which has been placed on the record file. After deliberations made by the Ld. Counsel on behalf of appellant and Shri Jaswant, PIO, it is decided that :-


(i)
The Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO will supply the copy of the fiscal 


reports of the years as mentioned in the application within a period 
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of 10 days through special messenger.

(ii) PIO will supply the complete information as per the observations made by the appellant vide letter dated 17.11.2009 within a period of 15 days with a copy to the Commission.  PIO will also submit his written submission that the total information has been supplied and nothing has been left in the instant case filed by the appellant.

4.

A show cause notice has already been issued to the PIO on 17.09.2009. The matter with regard to imposition of penalty will be decided on the next date of hearing after getting written submissions of the PIO in the instant case.  Case is fixed for further hearing on 15.12.2009 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:17.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mohan Lal,

R/o Village Sialba, Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).





          Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, Sector-62, Mohali.





 Respondent

AC No. 382 /2009

Present:
Shri Mohan Lal, appellant, in person.



Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate, and Shri Jaspal Singh, Senior 

Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

After going through the response submitted by both the parties and perusing the  application dated 04.02.2009 of the appellant, the cases in Appeals No. 217 of 2008,  219 of 2008, 220 of 2008, 236 of 2008 and 468 of 2009, decided by the Hon’ble Commissions of Shri PPS Gill and Lt.Gen. (Retd). P.K.Grover be attached with the instant case so that the decision is taken in AC No. 382 of 2009. The ld. Advocate on behalf of respondent has made the further submissions as per observations made by the appellant on 17.11.2009 in the Court, one copy of which is  handed over to Shri Mohan Lal, appellant, in the Court. Appellant will go through the submissions made by the PIO. If he wants to say something, he will give in writing before the next date of hearing  to the PIO with  a copy to the Commission.
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2.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 15.12.2009 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:17.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Surinder Pal Sharma,

5993, Luxminagar, Jassian Road,

Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2472 /2009

Present:
Shri Surinder Pal Sharma, complainant, in person.



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


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The complainant states that the action taken report by the Municipal Corporation on letter No. 131/MO, dated 18.07.2001 be supplied to him.  The respondent states that the matter is under consideration. However, the Commission directs that the respondent will supply the noting portion of file within a period of one week  and the case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 08.12.2009 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:17.11.2009



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, Street.1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road,

PO: Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Juneja Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 1258 /2009

Present:
Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of respondent. The complainant states that information running into 233 pages has been received by him vide letter No. 1716, dated 4.11.2009. The Commission has also received a copy of covering letter of the said letter.

2.

During deliberations the complainant brought to the notice of the Commission that in the information supplied to him, the chain marking of pages is missing i.e.after page no. 13, the page no. 17 is mentioned. Pages from 14 to 16 are missing.  It is ordered that the PIO will supply the copies of missing pages from 14 to 16, to the complainant within a period of 15 days. The complainant 
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further states that he has made the submission of observations to the information
 vide letter dated 04.11.2009 a copy of which is supplied to the Commission today in the Court and one copy will be sent by him, to the PIO through post as none is present from respondent side. Complainant further states that as per his application dated 25.03.2009, information relating to para V and VII has not been supplied. So it is directed that information relating to para V and VII as produced below be supplied:-

(i) Para-V:  “Please mention about the progress of cases after issuance of charge sheets to the above said officials. 

(ii)  Para-VII:
 Names, designations and addresses of the officials, right from the lowest official to the senior most official, enquiring the above said cases.

3. It is directed that :-

(i) the PIO will attend to the observations made by the complainant on 17.11.2009  and will supply the remaining information.

(ii) latest progress report as per demand in para V of  application dated 25.03.2009; and

(iii) names of the officers/ officials who have been dealing with the enquiry report as per para no. VII of the application dated 25.03.2009.  
Contd…p/3
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It is directed that information be supplied within a period of 15 days.  The Commission has taken a serious view that inspite of clear orders, no affidavit has 

been filed by the PIO and even none is present on his behalf in the court. 

.4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to

(i) Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,


Department of Local Government, Mini Sectt. Punjab,


Sector-9, Chandigarh.

(ii) Director, Local Government, Punjab,


Juneja Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

(iii)
Shri A.K.Prabhakar, Engineer-in-Chief-cum-Chief Vigilance Officer-
PIO.

4.
The case is fixed for further hearing on  15.12.2009 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh  at 10.00 AM.






Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:17.11.2009



State Information Commissioner


CC:     (i)   Principal Secy. Local Govt.



(ii)   Director Local Govt. Punjab





(ii)   Chief Vigilance Officer, Local Govt.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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








                      REGISTERED
Shri Gurmail Singh Kamboj,

Chief Editor, Insaniyat Punjabi Weekly,

Post Box No. 275, Main Post Office, Ludhiana.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 349 /2009

Present:
Shri Gurmail Singh Kamboj, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of respondent.  The case was last heard on 11.06.2009 when copies of the order were sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to get the enquiry conducted by a senior officer regarding allegations levelled against Shri Gurmail singh Kamboj of Insaniyat Punjabi Weekly and directions were also issued to the Deputy Commissioner to send a copy of the enquiry report by 25.08.2009.  Case was fixed for further hearing on 01.09.2009 however due to administrative grounds case was postponed to 25.09.2009.  On 25.09.2009 none was present on behalf of complainant as well as the respondent and copies of order were sent to the Deputy Commissioner to give the instructions to the PIO to attend the proceedings in the instant case.

2.

Commission has taken a serious view that neither the PIO nor any 
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Representative is present in the court.  The enquiry report has also not been received from the Deputy Commissioner in the Commission.  Now it is directed that :-

(i) Shri Vikas Garg, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana  will send the inquiry report as per orders dated 11.06.2009.

(ii) Ms. Balraj Kaur, District Revenue Oficer-cum- PIO of office of 
Deputy Commissioner will attend the proceedings in person along 
with the information to be supplied to the complainant.

3.

Case has been fixed for further hearing on  08.12.2009 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.

4.

Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, through REGISTERED POST.
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:17.11.2009



State Information Commissioner

 



Shri Nirmal Singh, Clerk, of office of Tehsildar, Ludhiana (West) appears in the Court after the hearing is over. He states that he is not a  concerned official who deals with the case.  He has been deputed to attend the proceedings only.  He has been informed that the case has been fixed for further hearing on  08.12.2009 at 10.00 AM. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:17.11.2009



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Shukla Kohli,

W/o Shri Sham Kumar Kohli,

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




Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 1525/2009

Present:
Shri Sham Kumar Kohli on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the    Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The case was last heard on 22.10.2009, when Shri Subhash Gupta, Assistant Trust Engineer-cum-PIO was directed to file an affidavit to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him  for not supplying the information to the Complainant within stipulated period of 30 days. A compensation of Rs. 4500/-(Four thousand five hundred only) was also awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information and directions were issued to make the payment of compensation amount to the Complainant through Bank Draft by the public authority i.e. Improvement Trust Ludhiana before the next date of hearing i.e. today.
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3.

Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO brings to the notice of the Commission that order of the Commission dated 22.10.2009 has not been received by them and as such no action could be taken for making payment of compensation amount to the Complainant and for filing an affidavit by Shri Subhash Gupta,  ATE-cum-PIO.  He further informs that Shri Subhash Gupta , ATE-cum-PIO has proceeded on Ex-India Leave and he is likely to join duty on or before 29.02.2010. 
4.

Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO submits an affidavit dated 16.11.2009 today in the court. Original  affidavit is handed over to the Complainant and  its photo copy is placed on record. A perusal of the affidavit reveals that the information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 3446 dated 03.10.2009. It has been stated  in the affidavit if the  information supplied is lacking in any respect, the APIO may be contacted for the same. 
5.

The APIO states that some information running into five sheets  has already been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 3176 dated 16.10.2009. The Complainant states that Memo. No. 3176 dated 16.10.2009 has been received by him without enclosures running into four sheets. Accordingly, the APIO is directed to supply the enclosures to the Complainant.
6.

In view of the circumstances and facts of the case, narrated above, I arrive at the conclusion that the PIO/APIO has taken the instant case very 
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lightly and adopted a very casual approach as the application for information was submitted  on 24.03.2009 whereas some  information  has been supplied on 03.10.2009 and 16.10.2009 and complete information has not been supplied till date. Inspite of issuance of show-cause notice to the PIO on 22.10.2009, the PIO has not bothered to supply the complete information which is readily available in their domain. Even affidavit has not been filed by the PIO as per directions of the Commission. More-over, Memo. No. 3176 dated 16.10.2009 has been sent to the Complainant without enclosures. Thus no sincere efforts have been made by the PIO to supply the information to the Complainant within stipulated period and he has not even obeyed the orders of the Commission. Therefore, I have been compelled to impose a penalty of Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand only) upon Shri Subhash Gupta, Assistant Trust Engineer-cum-PIO, Improvement Trust Ludhiana under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the deliberate  laxity shown by the PIO in the supply of information to the Complainant. It is directed that the amount of penalty be deducted from the salary of  Shri Subhash Gupta, ATE-cum-PIO for the month of December, 2009. 
7.

A compensation of Rs. 4500/-(Four thousand five hundred only) awarded to the Complainant on 22.10.2009 be paid to him through Bank Draft by the public authority i.e. Improvement Trust, Ludhiana within a period of 15 days of the receipt of this order.
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8.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of order on
15.12.2009 at 10. 00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to  Shri Subhash Gupta, Assistant Trust Engineer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab, Mini   

                     Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh for necessary action. 
                       


  


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 - 2365/2009

Present:
Shri T. S. Chhabra, on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri G. S. Bawa filed an application for seeking certain information on two points  with the Central Public Information Officer-cum-Assistant Trust Engineer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana on 11.07.2009. On getting no response, he filed a complaint  with the Commission on 12.08.2009, which was received in the Commission on 19.08.2009 against Diary No. 13032. The case has been heard on 20.10.2009 and 05.11.2009.

2.

Shri G. S. Bawa has not attended the proceedings in person but has authorized Shri T. S. Chhabra to attend the proceedings on his behalf vide his letter dated 19.10.2009. 

3.

After detailed arguments on 20.10.2009,  it was directed that  
 Shri Subhash Gupta, Assistant Trust Engineer-cum-PIO  will  file an 
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affidavit to the effect that the information, asked for by the Complainant, is not available on record of the public authority i.e. Improvement Trust Ludhiana on the basis of the submission made by the APIO vide letter No. 3550 dated 04.10.2009 addressed to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission. This letter of the APIO is dated 04.10.2009 whereas it has been written with reference to the order of the Commission dated 20.10.2009. It is clear that the date should be read as 04.11.2009 instead of 04.10.2009. The PIO was also directed to file an affidavit to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005  for not supplying the information to the Complainant till date. 
4.

Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, submitted an affidavit on  05.011.2009, in which he has submitted as under:-

(1)
fJj fe w?A ps"o ;[govzN-ew-J/HghHnkJhHUH, dcso fJzgo{tw?AN No;N b[fXnkDk fty/ fvT{Nh eo fojk jK.
(2)
fJj fe w?Bz{ ;hH;hH BzL 2365 nkc 2009 d/ ;pzX ftu e/; fvc?Av eoB bJh fB:[es ehsk frnk j?.

(3)
fJj fe i' wzr ;aqh ihHn?;Hpktk B/ 475 J/eV ;ehw ftu d;skt/iaK dh wzr ehsh j? T[j foekov g[okDk j'D ekoD T[gbpX BjhA j' fojk j?. fJ; 
;pzXh pj[s ;kok foekov SkDphD ehsk frnk j?  gozs{ fJ; T[gozs th 
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 foekov BjhA fwb ;fenk j?.

(4)
fJj fe fJ; dcso d/ ghHnkJhHUH ;aqh ;[Gk; r[gsk S[ZNh s/ jB  fiBQAk dh EK s/ ni/ sZe e'Jh th BtK ghHnkJhHUH  fB:[es BjhA ehsk frnk j?.  fi; ekoB w?A nkgDk jbchnk fpnkB d/ fojk jK.

5.

A perusal of the  affidavit submitted by the APIO reveals that the information, asked for,  by the Complainant is very old and is not available/traceable. 
6.

During arguments held today, Shri T. S. Chhabra, who is appearing on behalf of the Complainant, states that show-cause notice has already been issued to the PIO on the last date of hearing but the information has not been  supplied so far and no affidavit has been filed by the PIO as per the directions of the Commission.  Therefore, necessary action may be taken for imposing penalty upon the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of information. 
7.

In view of the circumstances and facts of the case, narrated above, 
I arrive at the conclusion that the PIO/APIO has taken the instant case very 

lightly and adopted a very casual approach  which has lead to the delay of about  4 months in the supply of information as the application for information was 
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submitted on 11.07.2009 and the  APIO has informed the Commission on 
05.11.2009 vide affidavit that the information is very old and is not available/traceable.  The PIO should have filed an affidavit in this regard earlier and  informed the Complainant about the actual  position. The PIO initiated action only after getting the notice of hearing  from the Commission.  Inspite of issuance of show-cause notice to the PIO on 20.10.2009 for imposing penalty and issuance of directions to file an affidavit to the effect that the information is not available on record, the PIO has not bothered to initiate any action.  Even affidavit has not been filed by the PIO as per directions of the Commission. Thus no sincere efforts have been made by the PIO to supply the information to the Complainant within stipulated period and he has not even obeyed the orders of the Commission. Therefore, a penalty of Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand only) is imposed upon Shri Subhash Gupta, Assistant Trust Engineer-cum-PIO, Improvement Trust Ludhiana under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the deliberate  laxity shown by him  in the supply of information to the Complainant. It is directed that the amount of penalty be deducted from the salary of  Shri Subhash Gupta, ATE-cum-PIO for the month of January, 2010. 
8.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of order on

15.12.2009 at 10. 00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
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9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to  Shri Subhash Gupta, Assistant Trust Engineer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


CC:

Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab, Mini   

                     Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh for necessary action. 
                       


  


