STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Satinder Mahajan, 747-D,

Model Town (Extension), Dugri Road, Ludhiana.__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.
________________ Respondent

CC No.  545    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the complainant.



(ii)
Shri Harinder Singh, PIO alongwith Shri Jagbir Singh, 




Superintendent-cum-APIO  for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard on behalf of the complainant.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 23, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amandeep Goyal (Advocate),

Apex Graphics, Opp. Arya High School,

Rampura Phull (Punjab).


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Committee,

Rampura Phull (Punjab).



________________ Respondent

CC No. 542 of 2007

Present:-
(i)
Shri Rupinder Garg, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



(ii)
Shri Paramjit Singh, APIO on behalf of  the Director Local 



Government, Punjab, Chandigarh alongwith Shri Sawaran 



Singh, Junior Assistant-cum-APIO for the respondent-




department..

ORDER



The information asked for by the complainant having been provided to him, the case was treated to be disposed of as such. However, the  question remained was about recovery of the fine imposed upon Shri Sukhdev Sing, Executive  Officer, Municipal Committee, Rampura Phull for not supplying the information within the stipulated period.  The Deputy Commissioner, Bhatinda was directed to recover the amount of fine and deposit the same in the Government Treasury.  On transfer of Shri Sukhdev Singh, Executive Officer, the matter was entrusted to the Director, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh.  Today, Shri Paramjit Singh, APIO who appeared on behalf of the Director Local Government, Punjab produced a copy of judgment of Punjab and Haryana High Court which indicates that a CWP No.7348/2008 has been filed by Shri Sukhdev Singh before the Hon’ble High Court and the High Court has stayed recovery of the amount.  The Director, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh is instructed to keep  track of the progress in the above said CWP and intimate the Commission  as and when the matter is finalized  about recovery of the amount of fine

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.











 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 23, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner

CC


The Director, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, Stylish Watch Company,

Near Kailash Cinema, Bindraban Road, Ludhiana.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.
________________ Respondent

CC No.  378    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the complainant.



(ii)
Shri  Harinder Singh, PIO alongwith Shri Jagbir Singh, 




Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-




department.

ORDER



According to the letter produced by Shri Harinder Singh, PIO, information has been delivered to the complainant.  Nothing contrary has been heard on behalf of the complainant. Case stands disposed of accordingly.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 23, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sukhdev Singh Sohal, 28-D,

Guru Amardas Avenue, Jail/Airport Road,

Amritsar.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Managing Director, 

Punjab State Water Supply and Sewerage Board, Chandigarh









________________ Respondent

CC No.  796 of 2007

Present:-
1.
None for the complainant.



2.
Shri J.S. Bhattal, Executive Engineer (Works) -cum-PIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard on behalf of the complainant.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 23, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ishar Singh Walia s/o

Shri Harnam Singh, R/o

B-36/366, Vikas Nagar,

Sunet Road, Ludhiana.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1218   of 2007

Present :-
(i)
Shri Ishar Singh Walia complainant in person.



(II)
Sarvshiri  Harinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO 




alongwith Jagbir Singh, Superintendent for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



Shri Harinder Singh, PIO states that a list of 765 unsuccessful applicants has been provided to the complainant.  It is seen that there is inordinate delay in providing the information in question.   Though it  was a fit case where action should have been taken against  the PIO under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for such delay,  but taking into consideration that the information asked for by the complainant relates to the year 1982 and is  of 26 years old and is also because of non maintenance of proper record, a lenient view is taken in the matter. However,  Shri Harinder Singh, PIO has been warned to be careful that such delay does not occur in future.  He should also bring it to the notice of Chairman, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana and also issue a circular that proper record be maintained to avoid such embarrassment in future.

2.

At this stage the complainant  says that the information which has been handed over to him today by the PIO  is not required by him.  As such, no further action is required.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 23, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.P.Gosain,

President, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar Welfare Association, 

28-E, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.

_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  649  of 2007

Present:-
(i)
Shri R.P. Gosain complainant in person alongwith Shri R.L. 




Aggarwal.



(ii)
Sarvshiri Harinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO alongwith Pritam 



Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Shri Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer and 



Shri Avtar Singh Azad, Executive Officer for the 
respondent-department.

ORDER



Heard both the parties.  Whatever information was available with the respondent-department is stated to have been provided to the complainant.  However, as already stated,  conduct of Sarvshiri Pritam Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO;  R.N.Berry, Superintendent and Avtar Singh Azad, Executive Officer has been found to be non-cooperative.  Inspite of repeated instructions, no explanation is forthcoming about missing of the files relating to a criminal offence and subsequent withdrawl of the same.   All these  three officers are held  responsible for not supplying the information asked for by the complainant.  Hence,   a fine  is imposed upon them  @ Rs.250/- per day w.e.f. 21.4.2008 subject to a maximum of Rs.25000/-.  The said fine  is to be paid by them  collectively in equal proportion.  It will be the responsibility of Chairman, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana to recover the amount of fine  and deposit in the Government Treasury.  He will report compliance within one month from today.  

2.

As per proceedings dated 21.4.2008 in CC-643/2007 which is filed  by the same complainant against the same respondent-department it was ordered that the  complainant should be paid compensation @ Rs.1000/- per hearing for three hearing including that of 21.4.2008.  Shri Harinder Singh, PIO states that this amount is to be paid by Shri Pritam Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and he has not done so.  It was clarified to Shri Harinder Singh, PIO that compensation is to be paid by the respondent-department and not by the individual officer/official.  It was clarified to him that Individual officer has to pay  the fine imposed under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 whereas compensation or  any other penalty   is to be borne by the respondent-department. Including today’s hearing, the amount of compensation becomes to the tune of Rs.4000/- which must be paid to the complainant within 7 days from today.

3.

Case stands disposed of with the above observations









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 23, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parkash Singh Bhumbia, H. No.3171,

Ahuja Nagri, Sriganganagar Road, Abohar.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana.





____________ Respondent

CC No.  616    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
Shri Parkash Singh Bhumbia complainant in person.



(ii)
Shri Harinder Singh, PIO alongwith Shri Jagbir Singh, 




Superintendent-cum-APIO  for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Parkash Singh Bhumbia complainant states that he had deposited a sum of Rs.500/- in the year 1976 for allotment of a flat.  He got the original receipt issued by the respondent-department with him.  According to the complainant, original receipt was handed over by him to the Chairman, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana in the year 1979 on being told that the same will be clubbed with the inquiry file of Shri Amarjit Singh, the then Land Acquisition Officer.  According to Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO, the receipt in question is not available in the record of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.

2.

In view of the above facts, there is no alternative but to dispose of the case.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 23, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ravinder Komal, 22-B, B.R.S. Nagar,

Ludhiana.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o  Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana.





____________ Respondent

CC No.  667    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the complainant.



(ii)
Shri Harinder Singh, PIO alongwith Shri Jagbir Singh, 




Superintendent-cum-APIO  for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 20.6.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 23, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Krishan Lal Behl,

61, Century Enclave,

Phase-II, Nabha Road, Patiala.




…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.







…..Respondent.

CC No.1110  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Krishan Lal Behl complainant in person 




 



Shri Harinder Singh, PIO alongwith Shri Jagbir Singh, 




Superintendent-cum-APIO  for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Despite  8 hearings  held so far, reply to the original application dated 11.5.2007 is not forthcoming .  Shri Harinder Singh, PIO was ordered that reply be given in the same order as requested by the complainant.  Last chance is being given for  supply the information in question.  

2.

The case stands adjourned to 20.6.2008  when Shri Harinder Singh, PIO will explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not supplying the information within the specified period.

3.

Complainant will be paid compensation @ Rs.1000/- per hearing after the fourth hearing (i.e.  the last four hearings held including that of today), which is to be paid by Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. 









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 23, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner

CC:

Shri Harinder Singh, PIO O/O the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.
