STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Suresh Jain,

Taxation Advocate,

Magazine Street, Sangrur – 148001.




Complainant







Vs

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

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC - 2689/2009

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

1.

The Complainant has not attended any of the proceedings  held so far  on 05.11.2009 and 03.12.2009. A fax message has been received from the Complainant in the Commission on 17.12.2009 against 
Diary No. 20226 vide which he has intimated the Commission that the information in respect of his application  dated 27.07.2009 has been supplied to him but the information in respect of his application dated 03.08.2009 has not been provided to him so far. 
2.

A perusal of the case file reveals that the instant case relates to the application of the Complainant  dated 27.07.2009 regarding which the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant,  as has been admitted 
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by the Complainant  himself. 
3.

Since the requisite information, in the instant case, stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri S. K. Bhanot, Advocate,

# 218/2, Shaheed Udham Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Committee, Nawanshahr.




 Respondent

CC - 3435/2009

Present:
Shri S. K. Bhanot,  Complainant, in person.
Shri Jagroop Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant submits that since the information has been supplied to him  after 68 days, necessary action for imposing penalty upon the PIO may be taken  and he may be awarded compensation for the detriment and loss suffered by him in obtaining the information. 

3.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay of 68 days  in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not 
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awarded to the Complainant for detriment and loss suffered by him. He will also submit in the affidavit that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant and no more information regarding the instant case  is available in their record. 
4.

The case is fixed,  for considering the question of imposition of penalty upon the PIO and awarding of the compensation to the Complainant,   on 14.01.2010 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. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmail Singh,

L. A. Physics,

Dr. B. R. Ambedkar National Institute of Technology,

By-Pass, Jalandhar.







Complainant







Vs

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

Kapurthala.








 Respondent

CC -3486/2009

Present:
Shri Gurmail Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Amrik Singh, BDPO  Dhilwan , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant states that he filed an application for seeking information on 13.08.2009 and a reminder was sent on 06.10.2009 but no information has been supplied to him so far.

3.

The Respondent states that he has been posted at Nadala and is having dual charge of Dhilwan.  He assures the Commission that Action Taken Report on the complaint filed by the Complainant on 30.06.2009 with the DDPO Kapurthala will be supplied to him before the next date of hearing. 

4.

The Complainant submits  that since the information has been 
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delayed for more than four months, necessary action may be taken against the PIO for imposing penalty upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and he may be compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining information under Section 19(8)(b) of the Act ibid.   He  further states that he has submitted representations to the Hon’ble Chief Minister Punjab and to the Director, Rural Development and Panchayat for the redressal of his grievances but no action has been taken by the concerned officers so far.
5.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO will bring Action Taken Report on the complainant filed by the Complainant on 30.06.2009 on the next date of hearing.  He will also submit  reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and 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 06.01.2010 at 11.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajneesh Madhok,

B XXX/63l, Nehru Nagar,

Street No. 2, Railway Road, Phagwara – 144401.


Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Phagwara – 144401.

First Appellate Authority,

Improvement Trust, Phagwara – 144401.



 Respondent

AC - 900/2009

Present:
Shri Rajneesh Madhok, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Clerk-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent  supplied some information to the Appellant  vide letter No. 1023 dated 25.09.2009 and the Appellant submitted his observations to the PIO on the information supplied to him. 
3.

The Respondent again hands over some more information to the Appellant in the court today in my presence on  the basis of the observations submitted by the Appellant,  with one copy to the Commission. The Appellant is again not satisfied. Therefore,  on the mutual consent of both the parties it is
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 directed that the Appellant will visit the office of PIO/APIO on 23.12.2009 at 11.00 AM to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him.. The PIO will make necessary arrangement for the inspection of the record relating to the instant case  in respect of application filed by the Appellant on 29.08.2009.  The PIO will supply the requisite  documents, duly authenticated,  to the Appellant, identified by the Appellant after the inspection of record, there and then,  free of cost.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 14.01.2010 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. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)










REGISTERED
Shri Rabinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

6, Jyoti Nagar Extension, Jalandhar.




Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC - 202 /2009

Present:
Shri  Rabinder Singh, Appellant, in person.
Shri  Harpreet Singh Walia, Building Inspector,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant states that  the  PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar or his representative  has not  attended any of the last 7 hearings in the instant case. He requests that the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar may be directed to attend the proceedings, in person, on the next date of hearing. He brings to the notice of the Commission that orders of the Commission have been received by the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar  but he is not attending the proceedings intentionally.  
2.
The Commission has taken a serious view of the lapse on the part of PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar as he is not at all  serious towards  the disposal of RTI applications. A show-cause notice has already been
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 issued to him  for imposing penalty for the delay in the supply of information by Shri P. K. Verma, S.I.C. who was hearing this case earlier and now the case  has been transferred to the Bench of the under-signed. 

3.

Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar is directed to be present, in person, on the next date of hearing and submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information  and for not attending the proceedings despite the issuance of orders by the Commission in this regard.
4.

The Representative  of the PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation Jalandhar states that Shri Tarkok Singh, MTP-cum-APIO is not present today as he is attending a  training with regard to  National Programme for Capacity Building of  Engineers in  Earthquake Risk Management.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)







                                       REGISTERED

Shri Varinder Khanna,

425, Master Tara Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.








Appellant







Vs

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

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No.  131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector 17, Chandigarh. 






 Respondent

AC - 824 /2009

Present:
Shri  Varinder Khanna, Appellant, n person.


None is present on  behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant beings to the notice of the Commission that in the line No. 4 of the order of the Commission dated 03.12.2009,  date 04.09.2009 has been wrongly written whereas the correct  date is 04.09.2000. Accordingly, it is directed that after making necessary correction, a revised order be issued.
2.

None has attended the  two proceedings, held so far  in the instant
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 case on behalf of the PIO. Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing and submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information to the Appellant and for not attending the proceedings on two consecutive hearings in the instant case.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 14. 01. 2010 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17,  Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab,  Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner
CC:

Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, Mini            

                      Secretariat, Sector: 9,  Chandigarh.(Local Government-1 Branch).
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Varinder Khanna,

425, Master Tara Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.








Appellant







Vs

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

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9,  Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No.  131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector 17, Chandigarh. 






 Respondent

AC - 893 /2009

Present:
Shri  Varinder Khanna, Appellant,  in  person.
Shri Harbans Singh, Senior Assistant, L.G.-1 Branch,  on  behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the record is not traceable due to shifting of Branches from Sector: 17 to Mini Secretariat. He requests that the case  may be adjourned and fixed in the month of January, 2010  so that record could be traced and requisite information could be supplied to the Appellant. 
3.

Accordingly, on the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 14.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M.  in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

    
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Kulwant Kaur, Member Panchayat,

W/o Shri Amrik Singh,

Village: Kairo Nangal,

P.O. Chavinda Devi, Block : Majitha,

Tehsil & District: Amritsar.






Complainant







Vs

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

Amritsar.








 Respondent

CC - 3455/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Gurpartap Singh Gill, BDPO Majitha, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The  BDPO states that the Complainant filed  an application earlier also asking for the same information and the information was supplied to her. Now in the instant case, she has again asked for the same information  and the information has been supplied to her on 04.09.2009. She submitted some observations on the information supplied to her. Some more information on the basis of her observations has been supplied to her on 15.10.2009 against due receipt. He submits one copy of the information  to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
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2.

I have perused the information supplied by the PIO to the Complainant and am satisfied that the information supplied to her  is exactly  as per her demand.


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. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjeev Kumar Chopra,

280, Shivala Colony, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

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





 Respondent

CC - 3481/2009

Present:
Shri Sanjeev Kumar Chopra, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

The Complainant states that the Respondent has supplied information relating to Para 4 of his application dated 17.09.2009 only but no information has been supplied in respect of Para 1, 2 and 3.
2.

Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Improvement Trust, Amritsar is directed to supply the remaining information in respect of Para 1, 2 and 3 of the application of the Complainant dated 17.09.2009 which was received in the office of Improvement Trust, Amritsar on 18.09.2009 against Diary No. 3547. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

    
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harbans Mittal,

S/o Shri Kashi Ram,

VPO: Tibber,

Tehsil & District: Gurdaspur.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development and

 Panchayat Officer,
Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC - 3454/2009

Present:
Shri Harbans Mittal, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Rajinder Singh, Tax Collector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 2172, dated 01.10.2009 alongwith report of the Panchayat Secretary, VPO: Tibber. 

3.

Since the requisite 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: 17. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Arvind Thakur,

R/o 147, Tribune Colony,

Govind Vihar, Kansal,

Tehsil: Kharar, District: Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Town Planner, 

Local Government Department,

Plot No. 1, Sector: 27, 

Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC - 3383/2009

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

1.

While giving one more opportunity to both the parties to pursue their case, the case is adjourned and fixed for hearing on 19.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 17. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ramesh Kumar Adya,

S/o Shri Amir Chand,

H. No. B-V-983, Mohalla: Pallan Adadn,

Ludhiana.








Appellant







Vs

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

First Appellate Authority,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.





 Respondent

AC -  894 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter No. 632/APIO-A/RTI/D, dated 14.12.2009,with a copy to the Commission,  which has been received by the Appellant on 14.12.2009.  
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. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R. C. Khurana,

# 449-M, New Generation Apartments,

Kalka Road, Zirakpur – 140603,

District: Mohali.







Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 3397/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information is to be supplied by Chief Town Planner of the  Local Government Department, Punjab, Chandigarh. He requests that the case may be adjourned and fixed in the month of January, 2010 so that the requisite information, after collecting from the office of Chief Town Planner of the Local government Department, Punjab, Chandigarh, could be supplied to the Complainant. 
2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 19.01.2010 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. 12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kaka Singh s/o Sh. Ujjagar Singh,

Village: Jheourheri, Tehsil and Distt. Mohali.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.





 Respondent

CC No. 3413 /2009

Present:
Ms. Anjali Khosla, Advocate, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Sukhjinder Singh,  Advocate and Shri Amarjit Singh, 


Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Kaka Singh filed an application with the Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Sector-17, Chandigarh (now at Vikas Bhavan, Sector-62, Mohali).  The Department, vide memo No. 18/31/09/LD-3/Mohali/ 19727, dated 13.08.2009 directed the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Mohali to supply the information directly to the complainant with a copy to Shri Kaka Singh son of Shri Ujjagar Singh, resident of village Jueorheri, Tehsil and District Mohali to get in touch with that office.  After getting no information from the PIO of office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 29.10.2009 which was received in the commission office on 10.11.2009 against receipt No. 17962.  
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Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The Ld. Counsel on behalf of complainant states that the Deputy Director (LD) on behalf of Director Rural Development & Panchayats directed the District Development and Panchayat officer, Mohali to supply the information after a period of almost 20 days. The application should have been transferred to the concerned public authority within a period of five days as per RTI Act.

3.

During the hearing, the respondent on behalf of PIO, supplied information running into 27 sheets including covering letter.  The documents have not been authenticated by the public authority.  Ld. Counsel on behalf of complainant pleads that she wants to submit observations/ comments, if any, on the information supplied today in the court. She pleads that the case may be adjourned and may be fixed for hearing in the  month of January, 2010.  

4.

It is directed that the Ld. Counsel on behalf of complainant will submit her observations within the first week of January, 2010 and will send a copy to the PIO and one copy to the Commission.  The case is fixed for further hearing on 14.01.2010 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:17.12.2009



State Information Commissioner

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Gurkirpal Singh,

456-B, Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 3400 /2009  &

CC No. 3475/ 2009

Present:
Shri Gurkirpal Singh, complainant in person.



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


Ravinder Singh Walia, Junior Draftsman, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Dr. Gurkirpal Singh filed an application with the PIO on 15.10.2009. The PIO replied back  vide Memo No. 174/ATP-D/RTI/D, dated 05.11.2009 that a Civil suit has been filed in the Lower Court at Ludhiana, the information, at this stage, cannot be provided as it would be against the defence taken by the Municipal Corporation.  Not satisfied with the reply, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 06.11.2009 which was received in the commission office on 09.11.2009 against receipt No. 17838.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
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2.

During hearing, Dr. Gurkirpal Singh brings to the notice of the commission that he has filed one more application with the PIO with regard to the construction being undertaken by the owner of plot No. 450-B in BRS Nagar.  The respondent states that the information in both the cases is ready with him which can be supplied in the court today.  Accordingly, information relating to CC No.3400/2009 and 3475/09 and the other case which has been marked to this Bench and has not been fixed for hearing as yet,  is supplied to the complainant in the court today.  The information as per the demand of the complainant in the  cases stands supplied.

3.

On the perusal of the information supplied, it brings out that the information is as per the demand of the complainant in all the cases.  He further states that he has filed a complaint with the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation against the construction undertaken by then owners of 455-B and 450-B houses in BRS Nagar. The construction in the above-said houses has been carried out against the bye-laws and in violation of the Municipal Corporation Act,1976. They have made some violations for the portions which are non-compoundable. Action may be taken for the demolition of non-compoundable portions of the buildings. But he states that with the connivance of the staff of the Corporation, the owners of said houses have completed the construction and have taken clearance certificates despite the notice issued by the Corporation for non compoundable portions being constructed by the owners.  
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Moreover, electricity and water connections have been got released without getting the completion report from the Corporation which is mandatory under the buildings bye-laws of the Municipal Corporation Act, 1976.

4.

After hearing the arguments and deliberations of both the parties, the commission is of the view that an enquiry be conducted by a senior officer of the Corporation as to how the houses have been constructed for which the complainant has filed a complaint with the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  in the month of  May, 2009. Action be taken against erring ATP/MTP of the area under Section 20(2) as to why they allowed the owners of the houses to complete the construction.

5.

After the inquiry is completed, action may be taken against the officers who are found guilty in the inquiry under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act.  Similar cases are coming up in the commission for which the authorities should take some concrete steps and a fool-proof system be evolved to stop where such type of buildings are violating building bye-laws. Building Inspectors be directed to verify the on-going buildings which are under construction whether these are being constructed according to the approved building plan. After they notice some violations which are non-compoundable, action be taken to stop the construction there and then.

6.

A copy of the inquiry report be sent to the Commission and one copy to the complainant when the inquiry is completed.  Inquiry be completed 
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within a period of two months.  Since the requisite information has been supplied, the complainant is free to approach the Court of law for the redressal of his grievance.

7.

Since the information stands supplied, cases  No.3400/09 and CC-3475/09 are disposed of  along with the new application filed by the complainant relating to the construction of plot No. 450-B in BRS Nagar.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and (i) to the Principal Secretary, Local Govt. and (ii) Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:17.12.2009



State Information Commissioner





CC:  (i) Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,




   Department of Local Government



 (ii)     Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Varinder Kumar, S.S.Master,

Govt. Sr.Secondary Schoo, Rauni,

Tehsil Payal, Distt. Ludhiana-141415.



             Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i)      Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

                 Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.

(ii) First Appellate Authority,

          District Development & Panchayat Officer,


    Ludhiana.







 Respondent

AC No. 898 /2009

Present:
Shri Varinder Kumar, the appellant, in person.



Shri Sher Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Rauni and Shri 


Narinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the appellant.  The appellant also admits that he has received the information and is satisfied with the information supplied.  Since the information stands supplied, the respondent pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:17.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Varinder Kumar, S.S.Master,

Govt. Sr.Secondary Schoo, Rauni,

Tehsil Payal, distt. Ludhiana-141415.



      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i)      Block Development & Panchayat Officer,


     Nurmahal, Distt. Jalandhar.

(ii) First Appellate Authority,

           District Development & Panchayat Officer,


     Jalandhar.






 Respondent

AC No. 899 /2009

Present:
Shri Varinder Kumar, the appellant in person.



Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent and Shri Raja Ram, 



Panchayat Officer, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the appellant.  The appellant also admits that he has received the information and is satisfied with the information supplied.  Since the information stands supplied, the respondent pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:17.12.2009



State Information Commissioner 
