STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gautam Majithia, Advocate,

722, Green Field,

Majitha Road,

Amritsar.


 



       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

 



                   ..…Respondent  
CC No.  3684/12

Order

Heard via video conferencing

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent; Sh. Sandeep Singh, SDO


Vide application dated 08.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Gautam Majithia sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
A photocopy of the tender approved by the Municipal Corporation pursuant to which, a few days prior to elections,  incomplete road work from near Balaji Mandir up to Kothi No. 722, 721, 720 in Green Field Avenue, Majitha Road (Ward No. 14), has been carried out.     Also state the amount spent on this construction of the road;

2.
A report be provided upon getting the quality of the road tested;

3.
Why no water drainage system has been provided at the above said site?

4.
If the contractor has not performed the complete job, reasons for the same be stated. 


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 23.11.2012.


Sh. Sandeep Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the requisite information had been sent to the complainant by registered post on 01.02.2013 which has been duly received by him on 05.02.2013.   He put before the Coordinator the written acknowledgement from Sh. Gautam Majithia, in this regard. 


Since complete information to the complainant in accordance with his RTI application dated 08.09.2012 stands provided by the respondent to his satisfaction, 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:  09.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mangal Singh,

296, S.J.S. Avenue,

Ajnala Road,

Gumtala,

Distt. Amritsar.

 



       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Division No. 1,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Near Civil Lines,

Amritsar.

 



                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  3807/12
Order

Heard via video conferencing

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Jasbir Singh, SDO.


Vide application dated 30.10.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Mangal Singh sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
Name and address of the Executive Engineer of Division No. 1 of Water Supply and Sanitation Division, from 01.12.2008 to 31.10.2012;

2.
Address of the Executive Engineers (posting orders) and the residence address in case of retired ones) of the XENs for the period 01.01.2008 to 31.10.2012.


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 04.12.2012.


Sh. Jasbir Singh, SDO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the requisite information has already been sent to the complainant by registered post on 10.12.2012, vide communication dated 07.12.2012.


However, a communication dated 16.02.2013 received from Sh. Mangal Singh states that incomplete information has been provided. 


In the circumstances, complainant Sh. Mangal Singh is advised to communicate to the respondent in writing the shortcomings / deficiencies in the information provided, within a fortnight and the respondent is directed to remove the same within the next two weeks.   Failure on the part of the complainant to do so shall lead to the conclusion that he has nothing to state in the matter and further orders in the case shall be passed accordingly. 


Adjourned to 05.06.2013 at 2.00 PM, to be heard through video-conferencing. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  09.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mangal Singh,

296, S.J.S. Avenue,

Ajnala Road,

Gumtala,

Distt. Amritsar.

 



       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Division No. 3,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Near Ram Bagh Railway Station,

Amritsar.

 



                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  3808/12
Order

Heard via video conferencing

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Dalbir Singh, SDO.


Vide application dated 30.10.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Mangal Singh sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
Action taken report along with copies of notings on my letter dated 01.09.2012; 

2.
Provide information on my RTI application dated 22.09.2012.


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 04.12.2012.


Sh. Dalbir Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that the requisite information according to RTI application dated 30.10.2012 has been sent to him per registered post on 13.02.2013.   A copy thereof has also been placed on record.


It is almost two months now when the information was sent to the complainant by registered post.   Neither the complainant is present nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him which goes to infer that he is satisfied with the information provided.


Accordingly, 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:  09.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kartik,

120, New Diamond Avenue,

Majitha Road,

Amritsar.


 



       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Executive Engineer (Op)

West Division,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd. 

Amritsar.

 



                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  3821/12
Order

Heard via video conferencing

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Ms. Neelam Seth, Supdt. 


Vide application dated 24.08.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Kartik sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005 for the period 1/2006 to 7/2012 regarding time bound promotion – scale in 23 years: -

1.
How many applications for grant of promotion scale on completion of 23 years of service were received in the Division Office from the officials from outside the Division?  Please also provide the date of receipt of each of such applications;
2.
Day-to-day action taken on the above said applications be intimated;

3.
How many cases were disposed of and how many are pending yet?  Regarding the disposed cases, intimate the date of receipt and disposal of the application be intimated.

4.
 How many such cases pertaining to officials posted in the Division Office were disposed of and how many are pending yet?  Complete particulars be provided.

5.
Provide relevant rules / instructions / directions according to which the requests for time bound promotion – scale in 23 years were dealt with by the office – Both on receipt of application as well as of your own;

6.
Copies of such applications wherein cases have been disposed of be provided along with relevant pages of the diary registers.


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 29.11.2012.


Ms. Neelam Seth, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the requisite information to the satisfaction of the complainant already stands provided vide Memo. No. 3663 dated 14.02.2013.


A copy of the said communication has also been received on records containing written acknowledgment dated 14.02.2013 from Sh. Kartik, the applicant-complainant. 


In view of the foregoing, 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:  09.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

20, Modern Colony,

Opposite O.C.M.

Chheharta,

Amritsar-143005.

 



             …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Amritsar.
 


                                ..…Respondents

AC No.  1702/12
Order

Heard via video conferencing

Present:
Appellant Sh. Rajinder Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Varinderjit Singh, Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 16.09.2012, Sh. Rajinder Singh various information pertaining to recruitment of Vikramjit as Sanitary Jamadar in Division No. 10 of the Corporation. 

First appeal before the first appellate authority was filed on 15.10.2012 while the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 19.11.2012.


Sh. Varinderjit Singh, while appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that complete information has already been provided to the appellant per their Memo. No. 1533 dated 12.02.2012.   However, Sh. Rajinder Singh, the appellant agitated that incomplete information has been provided by the respondent.


In the circumstances, the respondent PIO – Sh. Parduman Singh, Executive Engineer, office of the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is directed to provide the appellant point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, within a fortnight, according to his RTI application dated 16.09.2012 and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission along with a copy of the information so provided.

PIO is further directed to appear before the Commission personally at Chandigarh, on the next date fixed, failing which punitive and stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 may have to be invoked against him, which should be noted carefully. 


Adjourned to 16.05.2013 at 2.00 PM, to be taken up at Chandigarh.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  09.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sandy Randhawa,

SCO 88, 

District Shopping Centre,

Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.


 



             …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Amritsar.
 


                                ..…Respondents

AC No.  1793/12

Order

Heard via video conferencing

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondents: Sh. Vishal Chaudhary, Estate Officer.


Vide application dated 27.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Sandy Randhawa sought various information on ten points concerning parking sites allotted by the Corporation, under the RTI Act, 2005.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. EO/148 dated 25.10.2012 demanded a sum of Rs. 48/- towards document charges.

First appeal is stated to have been filed on 02.11.2012 while the Second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 04.12.2012.


Sh. Vishal Chaudhary, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that complete information already stands provided to the appellant Sh. Sandy Randhawa.


This morning, Sh. S.K. Sharma, Advocate, appeared in the office on behalf of the respondents, and informed that Sh. Sandy Randhawa had made a request for an adjournment.    Since no such written communication had been received from him, when contacted over the telephone, Sh. Randhawa confirmed that he had sent such a request and prayed for another date.

 
In view of the foregoing, acceding to the request of the appellant, the case is posted to 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard through video-conferencing. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  09.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sandy Randhawa,

SCO 88, 

District Shopping Centre,

Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.


 



             …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Amritsar.
 


                                ..…Respondents

AC No.  1794/12
Order

Heard via video conferencing

Present:
None for the parties.

Vide application dated 12.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Sandy Randhawa sought various information on six points concerning under-constructions buildings in the city, under the RTI Act, 2005.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 384 dated 08.08.2012 provided the information. 


First appeal is stated to have been filed on 27.08.2012 while the Second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 04.12.2012.


This morning, Sh. S.K. Sharma, Advocate, appeared in the office on behalf of the respondents, and informed that Sh. Sandy Randhawa had made a request for an adjournment.    Since no such written communication had been received from him, when contacted over the telephone, Sh. Randhawa confirmed that he had sent such a request and prayed for another date.

 
In view of the foregoing, acceding to the request of the appellant, the case is posted to 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard through video-conferencing. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  09.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sandy Randhawa,

SCO 88, 

District Shopping Centre,

Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.


 



             …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Amritsar.
 


                                ..…Respondents

AC No.  1795/12
Order

Heard via video conferencing

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide application dated 23.08.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Sandy Randhawa sought various information on ten points concerning educational institutions (coaching centres) running in Rani-ka-Bagh, Amritsar, under the RTI Act, 2005.


First appeal is stated to have been filed on 27.09.2012 while the Second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 04.12.2012.


This morning, Sh. S.K. Sharma, Advocate, appeared in the office on behalf of the respondents, and informed that Sh. Sandy Randhawa had made a request for an adjournment.    Since no such written communication had been received from him, when contacted over the telephone, Sh. Randhawa confirmed that he had sent such a request and prayed for another date.

 
In view of the foregoing, acceding to the request of the appellant, the case is posted to 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard through video-conferencing. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  09.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sandy Randhawa,

SCO 88, 

District Shopping Centre,

Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.


 



             …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Amritsar.
 


                                ..…Respondents

AC No.  1796/12
Order

Heard via video conferencing

Present:
None for the parties.

Vide application dated 27.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Sandy Randhawa sought the following information on seven points concerning the process to check illegal buildings in the residential areas: -

1.
As stated by MC Dharampal Gupta in Hindustan Times on 23.09.2012, which process has been started by Amritsar Corporation or by respected Commissioner to check illegal commercial buildings operating in residential areas?

2.
Since when such process had been started?

3.
Which departments concerned / officials are involved in this process?

4.
Their designations in the respective departments;

5.
Have any public members been associated in the process?

6.
What is the time period of this process?
7.
Had this process been permitted by the Ministry concerned?


First appeal is stated to have been filed on 02.11.2012 while the Second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 04.12.2012.


This morning, Sh. S.K. Sharma, Advocate, appeared in the office on behalf of the respondents, and informed that Sh. Sandy Randhawa had made a request for an adjournment.    Since no such written communication had been received from him, when contacted over the telephone, Sh. Randhawa confirmed that he had sent such a request and prayed for another date.

 
In view of the foregoing, acceding to the request of the appellant, the case is posted to 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard through video-conferencing. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  09.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. L.D. Gupta,

No. 106, Panchsheel Enclave,

Opp. Octroi Post,

Ferozepur Road,

Lal Bagh,

New Raj Guru Nagar,

Ludhiana-142021

 



       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

 



                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  1118/13
Order

Heard via video conferencing

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 15.12.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. L.D. Gupta sought a copy of the resolutions passed by the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana  between 01.01.2008 and 01.01.2010; and between 29.03.2012 and 15.12.2012.

The present complaint dated 04.03.2013 has been filed with the Commission, received n its office on 12.03.2013.


Sh. Harbans Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent stated that vide communication dated 15.01.2013 sent through speed post, the complainant was advised to deposit the requisite documents charges; however, the said letter had been returned undelivered by the postal authorities.    He further added that even the contact number given in the application of the applicant was incorrect. 


It is observed that the demand of additional document charges has been raised by the respondent within a month’s time which is in conformity with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   Accordingly, the complainant is directed to deposit the requisite charges with the respondent and collect the relevant information, which is stated to be ready.


Adjourned to 05.06.2013 at 2.00 PM, to be heard via video-conferencing.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  09.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.


 



       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.
 




                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  1157/13
Order

Heard via video conferencing

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Ms. Rattandeep Kaur.


Vide RTI application dated 06.02.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought copies of all the reports submitted by it to the office of the Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab sent after checking 10% of the sale deeds registered every month, as per the instructions issued by the said office. 

The present complaint dated 11.03.2013 has been filed with the Commission, received n its office on 14.03.2013.


Ms. Rattandeep Kaur, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant by registered post vide letter no. 1239 dated 08.03.2013.   However, a communication dated 28.03.2013 received from Sh. Tarsem Jindal depicts the position otherwise.


Since statements of both the complainant and the respondent are rival in nature, both the parties are directed to appear before the Commission at Chandigarh so that the matter could be sorted out in presence of both of them.
 
Adjourned to 16.05.2013 at 2.00 PM, to be heard at Chandigarh.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  09.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Paul Sharma,

No. 1133/14-B, Luxmi Street,

Shivpuri Road,

Ludhiana-141008


 



        …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.
 


                                ..…Respondents

AC No.  659/13
Order

Heard via video conferencing

Present:
Appellant Sh. Paul Sharma in person.


For the respondents: Sh. J.S. Sekhon, Supdt. (at Chandigarh)


Vide RTI application dated 29.11.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Paul Sharma sought the following information: -
1.
Name of Superintendent of House Tax Department Zone ‘A’?  His date of joining and educational qualifications; 

2.
Since 1995 till date, how many house tax inspectors have surveyed Luxmi Street Shivpuri Road, Opp. Tutian wala Mandir, especially House No. 1133/14B?  Please provide me names of such inspectors along with copies of their respective surrey reports;

3.
Details of RTI applications received by the House Tax Department regarding survey of Luxmi Street, from 2005 to 2007;


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2 was filed on 28.01.2013 whereas the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 14.03.2013. 


Sh. Jasdev Singh Sekhon, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondents stated that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant vide their memo. no. 16/RTI/ZA dated 18.03.2013 a copy whereof has also been placed on record.   Sh. Paul Sharma, the appellant, however, states that incomplete and irrelevant information has been provided and there is an attempt on the part of the respondents to suppress certain information.   He further stated that even the particulars of the designated First Appellate Authority are not being disclosed by the respondents. 


In the circumstances, the respondent PIO is directed to provide the appellant point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, within a period of ten days, according to his RTI application dated 29.11.2012 and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission along with a copy of the information so provided.


Respondent PIO shall also submit a duly sworn affidavit regarding correctness of the information provided and also stating that complete information as available on records has been provided to the appellant and there is no further information available on records which could be made available to him in response to his RTI application dated 29.11.2012.    A copy of such affidavit is also directed to be provided to the appellant. 

Adjourned to 05.06.2013 at 2.00 PM, to be heard via video-conferencing.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  09.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
