STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Karandeep Singh

7, Indira Market,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3

        


     


…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana 





2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana




    
        …Respondents

AC- 1766/12

Order

Present:
None for the parties.

Vide application No. 287 dated 30.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Karandeep Singh sought the information on 13 points pertaining to Sh. Raj Kumar, MTP, Ludhiana, under the RTI Act, 2005.


First appeal with the First Appellate Authority was filed on 03.10.2012 whereas the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 30.11.2012.


Today neither the appellant nor the respondent is present.   A telephonic message had been received in the office this morning from Sh. Karandeep Singh, the appellant, intimating that he would not be able to attend the hearing today and that he had not received the requisite information so far.


Affording the respondent PIO one more opportunity to provide the appellant complete, point-wise specific information duly attested, as per his application dated 30.08.2012, free of cost, within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.


Adjourned to 21.03.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  05.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Karandeep Singh

7, Indira Market,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3

        


     


…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana 





2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana




    
        …Respondents
AC- 1767/12

Order

Present:
None for the parties.

Vide application No. 256 dated 07.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Karandeep Singh sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
Total No. of buildings that have been identified as violators (non-compoundable) of Building Bylaws in west constituency since 01.02.1999;

2.
Action taken upon violators of Para No. 1, if any, since 01.02.1999;

3.
If no action taken, name and designation of the officers responsible since 01.02.1999,


First appeal with the First Appellate Authority was filed on 03.10.2012 whereas the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 30.11.2012.


Today neither the appellant nor the respondent is present.   A telephonic message had been received in the office this morning from Sh. Karandeep Singh, the appellant, intimating that he would not be able to attend the hearing today and that he had not received the requisite information so far.


Affording the respondent PIO one more opportunity to provide the appellant complete, point-wise specific information duly attested, as per his application dated 30.08.2012, free of cost, within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.


Adjourned to 21.03.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.








  Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  05.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manjit Singh,

House No. 289, Phase 3-A,

Mohali 


   




 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Division No. 2,

Mohali





        

 
…Respondent

CC- 3818/12
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Gurparkash Singh, SDO


Sh. Manjit Singh, vide application (without date) sought from the respondent the following information:  -
1.
The particulars including date and purpose regarding expenditure out of the amount received from the Municipal Corporation under Tender No. 5759 and 5763 dated 27.08.2012 for Replacement of Machinery of water Works, Kajauli Phase 2; and Supply of Service Valves etc. Phase 1 from Water Works Kajauli to Water Works, Sector 39, Chandigarh;

2.
Copies of relevant vouchers / bills and other related documents;

3.
To which firm this amount was paid, along with date and purpose;

4.
Amount received from the Chandigarh Municipal Corporation and balance, if any; 

5.
Copies of utilisation certificates pertaining to the amount received from the Chandigarh Municipal Corporation;

6.
Was the above said amount received from the Chandigarh Municipal Corporation spent for any other purpose too?  If yes, details;
7.
The account of receipt, expenses and balance amount, out of the above said receipts from the Chandigarh Municipal Corporation.


Respondent, vide Memo. No. 8469 dated 19.11.2012 provided the information. 


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 05.12.2012 alleging supply of incomplete information.


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.


Sh. Gurparkash Singh, SDO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that complete information has already been mailed to the complainant by registered post, on 20.01.2013.


Since the complainant is not present, he is given another opportunity to intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the information provided.  


Adjourned to 21.03.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  05.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. H.S. Hundal,

No. 3402, Sector 71,

Mohali


        

     



…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Division No. 3,

Mohali





2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Division No. 3,

Mohali





    
        …Respondents
AC- 1695/12
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. HS Hundal in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Surjit Singh, S.D.E.


Vide application dated 13.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. HS Hundal sought information on five points relating to Joginder Singh, JE who remained posted at Mohali.


First appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 16.10.2012 whereas the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 21.11.2012.


Sh. Hundal stated that information only on point no. 4 and 5 has been provided by the respondent whereas information on point no. 1 to 3 of his application dated 13.08.2012 is still pending.


Sh. Surjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted that the information sought is quite old and they are on the job to locate the old records.   He further assured that the requisite information shall be provided to the applicant-appellant within 15 days’ time.


Adjourned to 21.03.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  05.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jatinder Kumar

No. 4230, Gali Gurudwara Singh Sabha,

Bathinda


   




 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Bathinda







 …Respondent

CC- 37/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jatinder Kumar in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Balraj Singh, Clerk. 


In this case, complainant seeks information pertaining to a complaint made by him before the Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda on 02.12.2010 against under-payment of stamp duty at the hands of Usha Rani wife of Ashwani Kumar resident of 5069, Maal-Godaam Road, Afeemwali Gali, Bathinda.  The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 12.12.2012.

Sh. Balraj Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that complete information as per requirement of the applicant-complainant has already been provided to him by way of their Memo. No. 73 dated 29.01.2013.

Sh. Jatinder Kumar, the complainant made a written statement that the information provided is to his satisfaction and that the case be disposed of.


As such, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.  


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  05.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(99155-77950)

Sh. Dinesh Chadha, Advocate,

VPO Barwa,

Ropar-140117

   




 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Public Works Department (B&R)

Ropar








 …Respondent

CC- 101/13

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Jaspal Singh, SDE.


Vide application dated 20.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Dinesh Chadha sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -
1.
Copies of various work orders issued from 01.04.2011 and copies of relevant bills for the work undertaken as per the respective work orders;

2.
A copy of the approved rates;

3.
Copies of advertisements issued regarding construction of road from Nurpur Bedi to Balachaur;


Vide another application dated 27.09.2012, he sought information on 5 more points pertaining to allotments made under e-tendering by the respondent Division.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 18.12.2012.


A phone call was received from the complainant this morning expressing his inability to attend today’s hearing.   He, however, stated that complete information has still not been received by him. 


Sh. Jaspal Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the information sought by the applicant is quite voluminous and this fact has already been communicated to him.   He however, sought another month’s time to provide complete information to Sh. Chadha, which is granted.


Adjourned to 02.04.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  05.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Kusum w/o Sh. Kewal Kumar,

House No.  2602, Urban Estate Phase II,

Patiala.







 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Budhlada (Mansa)






 …Respondent

CC- 116/13

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Kewal Kumar (98721-12474)


For the respondent: Sh. Harkirat Singh, Naib Tehsildar.


Vide application dated 29.10.2012, Ms. Kusam sought to know from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa if any enquiry was conducted and case registered against the guilty persons, pursuant to her application dated 23.07.2012 regarding execution of sale deeds by Sh. Darshan Kumar son of Sh. Mouli Ram, after the execution of sale deed no. 1414 dated 08.06.1994 regarding Khasra No. 314 of Boha 1st and 288 & 289 of Boha 2nd.    She further sought the present status of her application dated 23.07.2012.


The application of the applicant was transferred to the Tehsildar, Budhlada vide Memo. No. 3056 dated 07.11.2012 in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Tehsildar, Budhlada, vide Memo. no. 539 dated 23.11.2012 provided the information as received from the office Kanungo, office of Tehsildar, Budhlada.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 18.12.2012 stating that no information has been provided to her.


During the hearing today, it transpired that though the status of the complaint made by the applicant-complainant on 23.07.2012 has been communicated by the respondent vide Memo. No. 96 dated 04.02.2013 a copy whereof has also been placed on record, the complainant submitted that he has not been specifically apprised if any enquiry was got conducted on his complaint and the outcome of the same.

In the circumstances, respondent PIO is afforded another opportunity to provide the applicant-complainant the specific information, as noted hereinabove, before the next date fixed.

Adjourned to 21.03.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  05.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sujan Singh,

No. 297, Adarsh Nagar,

Naya Gaon,

Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Ajitgarh (Mohali)


   


 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer, 

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Division No. 3,

Mohali







        
 …Respondent

CC- 3149/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sujan Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Surjit Singh, S.D.E.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission received in its office on 11.10.2012 by Sh. Sujan Singh when the information sought by him from the respondent under the RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated 29.08.2012 had not  been provided.   He had sought enquiry reports regarding complaints dated 30.07.2012 and 08.08.2012 submitted against a Councillor, an S.D.O. and a J.E.


Today, Sh. Surjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that complete information to the satisfaction of Sh. Sujan Singh has already been provided.


Complainant also endorsed the statement of the respondent.


As such, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 05.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Krishan Kumar,

Shauraya Mohalla,

Nawan Shahr



   


 …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Nawanshahr

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Executive Officer,


Municipal Council,


Nawanshahr.

3.
Executive Engineer,


PWD (B&R) Provincial Division,


Nawanshahr.





        
 …Respondents
CC- 2031/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Krishan Kumar in person.


None for respondent No. 1 and 2.



For respondent No. 3: Sh. Tarsem Raj, SDO


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission by Sh. Krishan Kumar, received in its office on 19.07.2012 stating that incomplete information had been provided by the respondent No. 1, in response to his application dated 02.05.2012 seeking information on 7 points under the RTI Act, 2005 whereby he had sought information pertaining to Shankar Rakesh Cinema.  Respondent No. 1, vide its communication no. 5198 dated 16.05.2012 provided information on 5 points and for the information on remaining two points, a copy of the letter dated 16.05.2012 had been endorsed to the Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Nawanshahr along  with a copy of the application submitted by Sh. Krishan Kumar, to provide the information to the applicant direct.


In the hearing dated 08.01.2013, respondent No. 2 was directed to provide the following specific information to the complainant: -
· Date when the alleged application for approval of layout plan was made;

· Date when notice was served to the alleged defaulter / encroacher;

· A copy of the stay order dated 14.09.2009 granted by the Court.

It was further recorded in the said hearing: -

“Absence of representative of the PIO from office of the Deputy Commissioner, Nawanshahr (whom the original application has been addressed) is alarming and any such further inaction may attract invocation of the punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 which be noted by him carefully while ensuring his presence on the next date fixed.”


Sh. Tarsem Raj, SDO, appeared on behalf of respondent no. 3, submitted copy of Memo. No. 3718 dated 11.01.2002 addressed to the District Magistrate, Nawanshahr that the building of Shankar Rakesh Cinema had been undertaken and it was reported therein that it was not safe to use the said building any longer.    Thus no further information is to be provided by respondent no. 3 who is exempted from further appearance in the matter.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of Respondent No. 1 and 2 nor has any communication been received.   This attitude of the respondents is clearly against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005 and is not acceptable. 


Accordingly, the PIO of both the Respondent No. 1 and 2 respectively is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Since Sh. Krishan Kumar has attended 4-5 hearings before the Commission, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commission hereby awards a compensation to the tune of Rs. 1,500/- (Rupees One thousand five hundred only) which is to be paid to the complainant by the Public Authority – Respondent No. 1, within a month’s time, against acknowledgement a copy whereof shall be submitted before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its records.


Respondent No. 1 and 2 are further directed to present the entire relevant records before the Commission on the next date pertaining to the application dated 02.05.2012 submitted by Sh. Krishan Kumar, the complainant, for its perusal and to ascertain the requirement of the applicant-complainant for information. 


Adjourned to 21.03.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 05.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohinder Pal 

s/o Sh. Raj Mal,

Member, Gram Panchayat,

Village Chachowal,

P.O. Daduwal,

Tehsil & Distt. Jalandhar.
  

        


 …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar East.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar.





      …Respondents
AC- 408/12
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondents: Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Chachowal


In the earlier hearing dated 08.01.2013, it was recorded: -

“Today, respondents prayed for some more time to provide the appellant the requisite information as per his application dated 07.09.2011.   It was further submitted that the Panchayat Secretary concerned – Sh. Narinder Singh has been placed under suspension for dereliction of duties.   They went on to add that even the Administrator Sh. Dilbagh Singh Sahota has been suspended in some other case.

Though the appellant is not present today, respondents assured the Commission that another opportunity be afforded to them and they would provide complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant and submit his written acknowledgment including his satisfaction over the information and stating that he does not wish to pursue the matter any further.

As a special case, the request of the respondents is accepted and one last opportunity as prayed for by them is granted subject to all just exceptions.”


Today, the appellant is not present.  However, Sh. Surjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted that one of their colleagues had committed a suicide and as such, other officials were unable to attend the hearing today.   He went on to add that complete information to the appellant as per his application has been provided and he has expressed his satisfaction in writing and has also stated his no objection in case the matter is disposed of.    He further sought time to present the relevant document as he had not been able to collect it from the office in the light of what has been stated by him above. 


On the request of the respondent, adjourned to 21.03.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 05.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Anil Kumar Saini

# 42, Village Kaimbwala,

U.T. Chandigarh. 

  




    …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





      

…Respondent

AC- 830/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Anil Kumar Saini in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Parshottam Kumar, HC.


Vide application dated 27.12.2011, Sh. Anil Kumar Saini had sought from the respondent following information under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to SPO Bhola Singh 174/Bathinda son of Sh. Amarjit Singh recruited on 01.11.1993: -

1.
Copy of complete final result / report of suitability test – 2002 for absorption as Constable of SPO (Special Police Officer) Bhola Singh 374 / Bathinda son of Sh. Amarjit Singh resident of village  Kailey Wander, Police Station Talwandi Sabo, conducted in the year 2002; 

2.
Copy of complete final result / report of suitability test – 2004 for absorption as Constable of SPO (Special Police Officer) Bhola Singh 374 / Bathinda son of Sh. Amarjit Singh resident of village  Kailey Wander, Police Station Talwandi Sabo, conducted in the year 2004; 


In the hearing dated 08.01.2013, Sh. Saini submitted that information on point no. 2 of his application had been provided to his satisfaction.   However, for information on point no. 1, he had pointed out the deficiencies which the respondents were directed to remove within a period of three weeks.  

During the hearing today, it transpired that part of information on point no. 1 pertaining to candidates not found suitable had not been provided and that for the information on point no. 1 pertaining to candidates found suitable, result of the following three points was still to be provided: 
· Written test;

· Physical Efficiency test;

· Interview.

 
While affording another opportunity to the respondent PIO to provide the pending information within a month’s time, in view of the inordinate delay caused in providing the information, the PIO – Sh. Vikram Pal Singh Bhatti, AIG Pers-II, office of the Director General of Police, Punjab is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to 05.03.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-



Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 05.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

