STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jatinder Bhatia,

158/2, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Opposite Mata Gujri Park, Jalandhar – 144003.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Government College of Education,

Ladowali Road, Jalandhar.






 Respondent

CC - 2584 /2009

Present:
Shri Jatinder Bhatia,  Complainant, in person.


Smt. Sushma Soni, Principal, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case,  Shri Jatinder Bhatia filed an application with the PIO of the office of Principal,  Government College of Education, Jalandhar on 10.07.2009 seeking  information about his daughter Ambika Bhatia, a student of B.Ed. Class, Session 2008-2009, Roll No. 62 relating to the period 12.11.2008 to 29.11.2008 and 18.02.2009 to 09.05.2009 vis-à-vis the clarification whether proper procedure as prescribed in the ordinance for Bachelor of Education issued by the Guru Nanak Dev University was followed for detaining her along with few other students to appear in the final examination of University due to lectures shortage. The Principal, Government College of Education, Jalandhar replied to the Complainant vide letter No. 272, dated 08.08.2009 informing him 
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that the  requisite information shall be sent to him as soon as the college reopens 

 after summer vacation. Not satisfied with the reply sent by the Principal, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 31.08.2009, which was received in the Commission on 08.09.2009 against Diary No. 14201.  Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 
2.

The Principal, Government College of Education, Jalandhar states that the information, running into 11 pages, on the basis of University Norms,  has been sent to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 343, dated 05.02.2009. She submits one copy of the information, which is taken on record.  

3.

The Complainant submits that necessary action for imposing penalty upon the PIO may be taken as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005,  as the information has been delayed intentionally. She explains in detail the reasons for the delay in the supply of information. I am fully satisfied with the plea put forth by her and therefore no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon her.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ajay Kumar Sehgal,

339, Choti Baradari Part-1,

Near Medical College, Jalandhar City.




Complainant






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




 Respondent

CC -  2579/2009

Present:
Shri  Ajay Kumar Sehgal,  Complainant, in person.


Shri  Rajneesh Dogra, SDO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

In this case Shri Ajay Kumar Sehgal has sent  a complaint dated 27.8.2009 to Shri Parkash Singh Badal, Hon’ble  Chief Minister Punjab and to the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab but he has not enclosed  any copy of the application filed by him with the PIO of the office of Municipal Commissioner, Jalandhar for seeking  information. A  perusal of the letter dated 27.08.2009 reveals that he has requested the Hon’ble Chief Minister Punjab  to take necessary action on the basis of Press Conference Coverage published in the newspapers on 20.08.2009 addressed by Shri Rakesh Rathore, Mayor and MCJ regarding information sought by him in respect of  road from Shastri Market Chowk to Kamal Palace Jalandhar.  On this complaint Hon’ble Chief Minister 
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Punjab might have ordered  some departmental inquiry.
2.

Since no application for seeking information has been sent by the Complainant alongwith this Complainant addressed to Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab, no action is required to be taken.
3.

Shri Ajay Kumar Sehgal brings to the notice of the Commission that whenever a request was sent to the concerned authority for collecting  the samples of works  for testing,  the same was refused. He requests that  the Commission may issue directions to the Municipal Corporation Jalandhar to accede to his  request to  collect the samples for testing. He further states that  Hon’ble CIC has given a press statement in the month of October, 2009 that Complainant/Appellant can collect the samples from the on-going works in the State of Punjab for testing. 

4.

  In this context I am of the view that the Complainant/Appellant can collect the samples of the on-going works only  and get the same tested from an approved laboratory after paying the charges for the same. For this purpose the Complainant/Appellant should  submit  a request with the concerned SDO/XEN to allow him to collect the samples from the on-going works for testing and the competent authority should allow him. The samples should  be taken in the presence of SDO/XEN and the cost of testing the samples will be borne by the Complainant/Appellant.  
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5.

In the instant case,   since no application for seeking information has been filed by the Complainant with the concerned PIO/APIO,  the case is dismissed. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mandeep Singh,

S/o Shri Harbans Singh,

VPO: Khilchian, Tehsil: Baba Bakala,

District: Amritsar.







Complainant







Vs

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

Amritsar.








 Respondent

CC - 2569 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Bikramjit Kalia, BDPO Rayya, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that requisite information, running into 12 pages,  has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 2486, dated 12.08.2009 against due receipt.  He produces receipt taken from the Complainant in which the Complainant  has stated that requisite information has been supplied to him by BDPO Rayya. The Respondent pleads that the case may be closed. 

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: 29. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar,

S/o Shri Parkash Chand,

Pump Operator, Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.








Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 2590 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Mukesh Chander Jaswal, Legal Advisor, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant  vide Memo. No. 349, dated 24.09.2009 against due receipt. He pleads that the case may be closed. 
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: 29. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Parkash Khanna,

S/o Late Shri Vidhya Parkash Khanna,

Gali Dena Bank, Shastri Market, 

Amritsar.








Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 2576 /2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Mukesh Chander Jaswal, Legal Advisor and Shri Rajinder Sharma, Building Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. MTP/628, dated 27.07.2009 alongwith copy of Building Bye-laws for residential as well as commercial property. He further states that more clarification/information has been supplied to him vide letter No. MTP/1199, dated 27.10.2009 with a copy to the Commission. The Respondent pleads that since the information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 
2.

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. 

3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nikka,

S/o Shri Naranjan Dass,

Ward No. 7, Harjan Colony,

Sarhali Road, Patti,

Tehsil: Patti, District: Tarn-Taran.





Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Regional Deputy Director,

Local Bodies, Amritsar.






 Respondent

AC - 514 /2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Rajesh Khokhar, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Patti, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Rajesh Khokhar, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Patti states that in the earlier application filed by the Appellant, the  fee deposited  in the form of Indian Postal Order was in the name of Accountant whereas it should have been in the name of Executive Officer, Municipal Council Patti. Therefore,  the Complainant was directed to file a new application alongwith fee in the name of Executive Officer, Municipal Council Patti. 
2.

Accordingly, the Complainant has filed a new application alongwith postal order in the name of Executive Officer, Patti  and as per his demand 
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requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant against due receipt. . The Respondent submits that  since the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant,   the case may be closed. 
2.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harjeet Singh,

30, New Ghai Nagar,

MNear New Model House, 
Jalandhar City – 144002.






Appellant






Vs

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

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

AC - 615/2009

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

1.

Today is the first hearing  in the instant case and none is present on behalf of the Appellant as well as the Respondent. Therefore, one more opportunity is given to both the parties to pursue their case and the case is fixed for 01.12.2009 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: 29. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gopal Dass,

C/o Dr. K. K. Jindal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 20, New Court Complex,

District Court Mansa – 151505,





Complainant







Vs

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

Jhunir, District: Mansa.






 Respondent

CC -  2539 /2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

In this case, the Hearing Notice alongwith enclosures had been inadvertently sent to Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Budhlada, who has returned  the same as the subject matter relates to Block development and Panchayat Officer, Jhunir. 
2.

Accordingly, it is directed that a copy of this order  be sent to the PIO of the office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Jhunir, District: Mansa to supply the requisite information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
3.

The case is fixed for  hearing on 01.12.2009 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: 29. 10. 2009



      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 44-C, Chandigarh.





      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Police Headquarter, Sector 9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 343 /2009

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



Shri Ashwani Kapoor, AIG (Personnel) and Shri V.K.Sharda, 


Superintendent, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent made a submission vide memo. No.3985/RTI-I, dated 28.10.2009  in the Court today in which it is stated that a review/ revision petition against the orders of the Commission dated 22.09.2009 in appeal case No. 343 of 2009 decided by this Bench has been filed before the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab vide their office memo No. 3973/RTI/I, dated 26.10.2009.  Further it is stated in the letter that the matter has also been taken up with the State Government in the Department of Home Affairs, being the cadre controlling authority of all the IPS officers allotted to the State of Punjab,. The matter is under consideration with the Government and the Government has desired to seek the adjournment in the case at least for one month vide letter Memo No. 6/4/09-6HI/3509, dated 28.10.2009.

3.

Keeping in view the facts stated in the written submission and as per the demand of the respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further 
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hearing on 08.12.2009 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:29.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Sudesh,

H.No.134, Sector 44A, Chandigarh.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  GMADA, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.




 Respondent

CC No. 63 /2009

Present:
Shri Amar Nath Bansal, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Gurbax Singh, Assistant Estate Officer-cum-APIO, Shri 


Deepak Bansal, Superintendent and Shri Sukhdev Singh, 


Senior Assistant on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was disposed of on 21.04.2009 after hearing both the parties.  The complainant was directed to attend the office of Assistant Estate Officer, GMADA at 12.30 AN on 21.04.2009 and to get the information.  However, the complainant has approached the Commission on 15.09.2009 that no information has been supplied to her inspite of letters written to the PIO on 08.05.09, 02.07.09, 27.07.09 and 10.08.2009 and she has personally visited the office of PIO many times but no information has been provided. Keeping in view the statement made by the complainant, case was re-opened and notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The respondent states that the information was supplied to the 
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Complainant vide Memo No. fw-n-rwkvk-2009$41673-41677, fwsh 26-10-2009

In which it is stated by AEO-cum-APIO that the information has been supplied to Shri Amar Nath Bansal , the husband of Mrs. Sudesh, after having discussion with him vide Memo No.  fw-n-rwkvk-2009$26517, fwsh 30-07-2009. It was also stated in the letter that if he wants any more information he can approach the office before 29.10.2009 on any working day.

3.

On the perusal of the file, it brings out that the complainant has demanded the information on two points-viz;


(i)
attested copy of auction notice dated 18.07.1982 of PUDA, Mohali.


(ii)
Policy/ rules regarding fixing of reserve price and auction price for   



The corner commercial corner site i.e. booth etc. in respect of front 


and side verandah area of PUDA Mohali.

4.

The respondent states that as far as point No. (i) is concerned, they have informed the complainant vide Memo No. GMADA-EO-2009/5039-5040, dated 19.02.2009 in which it is stated that  “ T[go'es ft;/ d/ ;pzX ftu ;{fus ehsk iKdk j? fe fJ; ft;/ Bkb ;pzXs ;kb 1982 dh gkb;h fw;b fJ; dcso ftu T[gbpX BjhA j' ojh/. fw;b dh Gkb ehsh ik ojh j?/.  fw;b fwbD T[gozs nkg B{z s[ozs ;{uBk G/i fdZsh ikt/rh/.  “ The respondent further states that as per the directions of the Commission more information was supplied to the complainant vide Memo No. GMADA-09/9616, dated 01.04.2009 running into 10 sheets including notice published in the newspapers and other relating papers. It is directed that necessary action be taken by GMADA to trace the file, if it is not available, FIR be lodged with the police in this connection.

5.

Relating to the second point of complainant, part information has been supplied to Shri Amar Nath Bansal in CC-1772/09 which was heard by the 
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Hon’ble bench of Lt.Gen. P.N.Grover and the case was disposed of on 06.08.2009. The respondent states that the existing rules/ policy regarding fixing of reserve price  will be supplied  to the complainant within a period of 15 days.

6.

Case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 09.11.2009 in Room No. 4, SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:29.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Pran Nath Bhatia, ex-Councillor,

B-XXIV-717, Street No. 5,

Harcharan Nagar near Shingar Cinema, Ludhiana.

      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.2530  /2009

Present:
f;ekfJs eosk tb'A e'Jh th jkio BjhA/



;qh ;[Gk; r[gsk, ;jkfJe No;N fJzihBhno-ew-J/ghnkJhU,  T[Zsodksk 


tb'A.

j[ew

1

;qh gqkB BkE GkNhnk B/ ghHnkJhHUH Bro ;[Xko No;N, b[fXnkDk e'b 11 wJh, 2009 B{z gqshp/Bsh b'VhAdh ch; d/ Bkb iwK eotkJh.  ;{uBk Bk fwbD dh ;{os ftu ;qh GkNhnk tb'A ghHnkJhHUH B{z 13 i[bkJh, 2009 B{z :kd gZso fdZsk frnk.  fco th ;{uBk Bk fwbD s/ ;qh GkNhnk tb'A efw;B e'b 20 nr;s, 2009 B{z ;ekfJs dkfJo ehsh rJh fijVh fe efw;B d/ dcso ftu vkfJoh Bzpo 13822, fwsh 2 ;szpo, 2009 B{z gqkgs ehsh rJh.  efw;B tb'A d'B'A fXoK B{z nZi d/ bJh ;[DtkJh dk B'fN; ikoh ehsk frnk. 

2H

;qh ;[Gk; r[gsk, ghHnkJhHUH tb'A e'oN B{z dZf;nk frnk fe B[esk Bzpo 2 ;pzXh 
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;{uBk ;ekfJs-eosk  B{z  gZso BzL 3388, fwsh 23-10-2009 okjhA G/i fdZsh rJh j? fi; dh fJe ekgh efw;B B{z th G/ih rJh j?. pkeh d/ d' B[efsnK ( fJe ns/ fszB ) ;pzXh ;{uBk ;ekfJs-eosk B{z nZi e'oN ftu d/Dh ;h go ;ekfJs-eosk d/ jkio Bk j'D eoe/ ghHnkJhHUH B{z jdkfJs ehsh iKdh j? fe b'VhAdh ;{uBk T[; B{z d;sh gj[zukT[D. 

3H

ghHnkJhHUH tb'A p/Bsh ehsh rJh fe feT[fe b'VhAdh ;{uBk d;sh G/ih ik ojh j? fJ; bJh e/; B{z pzd eoB dh y/ub ehsh ikt/.  fJ; nB[;ko e/; B{z pzd ehsk iKdk j? ns/ ghHnkJhHUH B{z jdkfJs ehsh iKdh j? fe ;{uBk gj[zukT[D dh o;hd efw;B B{z G/i/.
4.

j[ew dh ekgh d't'A fXoK B{z G/ih ikt/. 









;jh$-
;EkB  uzvhrVQ





;[fozdo f;zx

fwsh 29-10-2009




     oki ;{uBk efw;Bo


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Shanti Devi,

House No. 2000, Amardeep Colony,

Kaimary Road near Leading Angels Public School,

Hisar-125001.






     Appellant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No. 506,507 /2009 and CC No. 2081/09

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant/complainant.



Shri Manmohan Gupta, ATE-cum-APIO on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant/ complainant in AC Nos. 506 and 507 and CC No. 2081 of 2009, which were clubbed together on the last date of hearing as the information asked for in all the three applications, more or less, is the same. The respondent states that the receipt has been taken from the appellant/ complainant in lieu of supply of information to her on 15.09.2009 in which she has stated that she is satisfied with the information supplied to her and pleads that the case may be closed.
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2.

The respondent pleads that since the requisite information stands supplied to the complainant, the case may be closed.  Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:29.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yogenra Kumar Kalia, Advocate,

House No. 76, Sector-8, Part-I,

Urban Estate, Karnal- 132001.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2517 /2009

Present:
Shri Yogendra Kumar Kalia, complainant, in person.



Shri Manmohan Gupta, ATE-cum-APIO, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Yogendra Kumar Kalia filed an application with the PIO of Improvement Trust, Jalandhar on 15.07.2009 and asked the information regarding 51.5 and 475 acre schemes of the Trust. After getting no information from the PIO he filed a complaint with the Commission on 27.08.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 02.09.2009 against diary No. 13854.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Shri Manmohan Gupta, Assistant Trust Engineer-cum-APIO states that some information was supplied to the complainant vide letter No.  RTI/298/JIT/2808, dated 04.09.2009 running into one sheet.
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The complainant states that he has received the information on 15.09.2009. He further states that he is not satisfied with the information which is incomplete and mis-leading. On the perusal of the application filed by the complainant, it brings out that he demanded information regarding resolutions/ notifications passed by the Improvement Trust, Jalandhar regarding development of 51.5 acre and 475 acre schemes of the Trust.  After arguments the complainant places on record his observations/ comments along with copies of judgments passed by Hon’ble Supreme Court of India and the High Court of Punjab and Haryana and decision of the Commission in some cases. He has also attached information from the Improvement Trust, Pathankot regarding its web site. One copy of the observations has been handed over to the respondent in the Court.  After deliberations the respondent states that the information will be supplied within a period of one month.

3.

The complainant states that the interim reply was sent by the PIO on 04.09.2009 which was received by him on 15.09.2009 which is late by two months. He pleads that action be taken under Section 20(1) for imposition of penalty and 20(2) of the RTI Act for disciplinary action against the concerned officers/ officials.

4.

It is directed that :-



(i) information be supplied within a period of one month



     as per arguments made in the court today.

(ii) Shri Parmod Kumar, Trust Engineer-cum-PIO will file an 
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affidavit on judicial paper duly attested by the Executive    Magistrate as to why the penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within the stipulated period of 30 days and compensation may not be awarded to the complainant under Section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act for the detriment suffered by him and why the case may not be forwarded to the Government for taking disciplinary action against the PIO/APIO.

5.
         It is also directed that as the information has been delayed for more than two months, the information will be supplied free of cost and the amount of Rs. 40/- be refunded  to the complainant in the shape of demand draft or cash on the next date of hearing and the information be supplied by 30.11.2009 through courier.

6.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 01.12.2009 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:29.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yogenra Kumar Kalia, Advocate,

House No. 76, Sector-8, Part-I,

Urban Estate, Karnal- 132001.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Superintendent Incharge, Local Govt. II Branch,

Department of local Govt. Mini Sectt. Punjab,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 2595 /2009

Present:
Shri Yogendra Kumar Kalia, complainant, in person.



Shri Devinder Kumar, Superintendent, L.G.II Branch, on behalf 


of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Yogendra Kumar Kalia filed an application with the Superintendent, L.G.II-cum-APIO of the Local Government, Punjab, on 15.07.2009 and asked the information regarding 51.5 acre and 475 acre schemes of the Improvement Trust, Jalandhar. After getting no information, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 27.08.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 02.09.2009 against diary No. 13853. Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

2.

The complainant states that neither the Department has supplied any information nor has transferred his application to the concerned authority 
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Under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act. He pleads that action be taken against the PIO under Section 20(1) for imposing penalty and Department be directed to supply information immediately. He also pleads that he may be compensated under Section 19(8)(b) for the detriment suffered by him for not getting the information till today. 

3.

Shri Devinder Kumar, APIO places on record a letter No.10/150/09)9)-4LG2/1695, dated 28.10.2009 addressed to the PIO of office of Improvement Trust, Jalandhar with a copy to the Commission and a copy to the complainant.  In the said letter it is stated that “ wkwb.;pzXh oki ;{uBk efw;B tb'A gqkgs j'fJnk B'fN; BzL 2595/11320, fwsh 12$13-10-2009 ;w/s ;fj-gZsoK d/ G/i e/ p/Bsh ehsh iKdh j? fe gqkoEh B{z wzrh rJh ;{uBk S/sh s' S/sh G/id/ j'J/ ;oeko B{z ;{fus ehsk ikt/. “ One copy of the letter is handed over to the complainant in the Court in my presence today.

4.

After deliberations it is directed that information relating to the development of 51.5 acre and 475 acre schemes of the Trust be supplied within a period of one month. 

5.

It is also directed that the PIO will file an affidavit on judicial paper duly authenticated by the Executive Magistrate as to why the penalty be not imposed upon him/her for not supplying the information in time.
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6                         I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO ( Mrs. Meenaxi Bagga, Superintendent-cum-PIO ) to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon her under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. She is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file her affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

7.

It is directed that the information be supplied to the complainant by 30.11.2009 through courier. It is also directed that Rs.40/- be refunded to the complainant through demand draft or cash on the next date of hearing and the information be supplied free of cost as the same has not been supplied within the stipulated period of one month.

8.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 01.12.2009 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:29.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Harbhajan Singh, Panchayat Secretary (retd.),

Village: Bhai ka Pind, PO: Ghuman Kalan,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer, Panchayat Samiti,

Dhariwal, Distt. Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC No. 2120  /2009

Present:
Shri Harbhajan Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Ram Lubhaya, E.O.-cum-PIO on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, the Executive Officer is present in the court and  states that the complete information has been supplied to the complainant.   He further states that the case for payment of interest has also been forwarded to the Government for sanction. As and when the sanction is received, the amount of interest  will be paid to the complainant.


2.

The complainant also states that he has received the information and pleads that the case may be closed.  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:29.10.2009



State Information Commissioner
