STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ravinder Sultan Wind,

President,

Amritsar Youth Association (Regd.)

C/o Sharma Advertiser,

Mahan Singh Gate Chowk,

Amritsar.






       …Appellant


Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

2. The First Appellate Authority,

    Office of the Municipal Corporation,

    Amritsar.









…Respondent






AC No. 1441 of 2013

Heard through Video Conference
Present:-

Shri Ravinder Sultan Wind, appellant.


Mr.S.K.Sharma, Advocate alongwith Shri Surinder Mohindru, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar at Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent.
Order



The  respondent has submitted a copy of letter dated 4.10.2013. The respondent submits that the information demanded by the appellant has already been supplied to him. The appellant states that he has not received the letter dated 4.10.2013. The respondent is directed to supply another copy of the letter to the appellant within one week’s time through registered post. The appellant may raise his objection, if any, to the respondent with a copy to this Commission within one week of the receipt of the above said letter. 



To come up on 13.11.2013 at 11.00 AM through Video Conference Facility available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.








  (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.10.2013

            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sandy Randhawa,

SCO No. 88,

District Shopping Centre,

Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.






       …Appellant


Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

2. The First Appellate Authority,

    Office of the Municipal Corporation,

    Amritsar.







…Respondent

AC No. 1459 of 2013

Heard through Video Conference

Present:-

Shri Sandy Randhawa, appellant.




Shri Pardeep Kumar, Superintendent, House Tax and


Mr.S.K.Sharma, Advocate alongwith Shri Suridner Mohindru, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar at Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent.
.
Order




The respondent submits that information demanded by the appellant has been supplied to him. The appellant states that incomplete information has been provided to him. To sort out the matter, this case will now be heard in this Commission at Chandigarh. The concerned PIO of the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing. 
To come up on 14.11.2013 at 11.00 AM.








  (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.10.2013

            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sandy Randhawa,

SCO No. 88,

District Shopping Centre,

Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.






       …Appellant


Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

2. The First Appellate Authority,

    Office of the Municipal Corporation,

    Amritsar.






…Respondent

AC No. 1460 of 2013

Heard through Video Conference

Present:-

Shri Sandy Randhawa, appellant.




Shri Pardeep Kumar, Superintendent, House Tax and


Mr.S.K.Sharma, Advocate alongwith Shri Suridner Mohindru, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar at Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent.
.
Order




The respondent submits that information demanded by the appellant has been supplied to him. The appellant states that incomplete information has been provided to him. To sort out the matter, this case will now be heard in this Commission at Chandigarh. The concerned PIO of the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing. 

To come up on 14.11.2013 at 11.00 AM.








  (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.10.2013

            State Information Commissioner

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sandy Randhawa,

SCO No. 88,

District Shopping Centre,

Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.






       …Appellant


Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

2. The First Appellate Authority,

    Office of the Municipal Corporation,

    Amritsar.






…Respondent

AC No. 1461 of 2013

Heard through Video Conference

Present:-

Shri Sandy Randhawa, appellant.




Shri Pardeep Kumar, Superintendent, House Tax and


Mr.S.K.Sharma, Advocate alongwith Shri Suridner Mohindru, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar at Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent.
.
Order




The respondent submits that information demanded by the appellant has been supplied to him. The appellant states that incomplete information has been provided to him. To sort out the matter, this case will now be heard in this Commission at Chandigarh. The concerned PIO of the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing. 

To come up on 14.11.2013 at 11.00 AM.








  (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.10.2013

            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hariom Parkash, Advocate,

C-37, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana-141001










…Complainant

Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of Environmental Engineer,

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Regional Office-2,

Ludhiana.







..Respondent

CC No. 1005 of 2013

Present: -
Shri Hariom Parkash, Advocate, complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

At the last date of hearing Shri Ravinder Bhatti, Environmental Engineer-cum-APIO came present and submitted that. Shri Rajiv Sharma, PIO, Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Regional Office-2, Ludhiana could not attend the hearing as he had gone to New Delhi in some court case. The respondent sought adjournment of the case. The complainant stated that till date no response had been provided regarding the deficiencies pointed out by him in the information supplied ,vide his letter dated  3.7.2013. The complainant further stated that the amount of compensation had not been paid to him. In view of the harassment and detriment faced by the complainant, due to non-compliance of the order dated 4.7.2013 and 24.7.2013, the amount of compensation was enhanced to Rs. 7500/-. The Public Authority i.e. Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Regional Office-2, Ludhiana  was directed to pay the amount of compensation to the complainant within 10 days time through Bank Draft to be sent through registered post. The PIO was given a last opportunity to explain his position and he was summoned to be personally present at the next date of hearing. 
Today the PIO is not present. The complainant states that the compliance of the order of this Commission dated 29.8.2013 regarding the payment of the compensation has not been complied till date. In view of the non-compliance of the earlier orders and absence of the PIO from today’s hearing, this Commission is constrained to issue bailable warrant of Shri Rajiv Sharma, PIO-cum-Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board,Regional Office-2,Ludhiana to produce the relevant record relating to the complaint of Shri Hariom Parkash, Advocate at the next date of hearing in this Commission. 

A copy of this order alongwith bailable warrant is endorsed to the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana for serving the same upon the above mentioned Public Information Officer. 


To come up on 14.11.2013 at 11.00 AM.

  (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

Dated: 10.10.2013


 State Information Commissioner, Punjab.

CC:
A copy of the above is sent to the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana with a copy of bailable warrant issued u/s 18(3) of RTI Act, 2005 read with the provisions of C.P.C. to be served upon Shri Rajiv Sharma, PIO-cum-Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Regional Office-2, Ludhiana.
                             BAILABLE WARRANT OF PRODUCTION

BEFORE SHRI NARINDERJIT SINGH, STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB AT CHANDIGARH.

Shri Hariom Parkash, Advocate,

C-37, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana-141001










…Complainant

Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of Environmental Engineer,

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Regional Office-2,

Ludhiana.







..Respondent

CC No. 1005 of 2013                              

UNDER SECTION 18 (3) OF THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005.

                                  NEXT DATE OF HEARING 14.11.2013

To



The Commissioner of Police,



Ludhiana.



Whereas Shri Rajiv Sharma, PIO-cum-Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board,Regional Office-2,Ludhiana has failed to appear and produce the record before the State Information Commission, despite the issuance of notices in the above mentioned  case.  Therefore, you are hereby directed to serve this bailable warrant on the above mentioned PIO to appear before this Bench of the State Information Commissioner, Punjab, at SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh on 14.11.2013 at 11.00 AM to produce the relevant record pertaining to the above mentioned case.



Dated, this 10th  day of October, 2013.

                                                                          (Narinderjit Singh)

                                                            State Information Commissioner
 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Deepti Saluja,

D/o Shri Charanjeet Singh,

Satnam Boutique,

Street No. 8, House No. 6834/3,

Mohar Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.











              ..Complainant





Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana







.…Respondent

CC No. 273 of 2013

                                             Heard through Video Conference

Present: 
Shri Kapil Dev on behalf of Ms.Deepti Saluja,complainant.

Ms.Neeru Katyal, PCS, Additional Deputy Commissioner,  Ludhiana and Mrs.Rattandeep Kaur, Sr.Assistant at Chandigarh present on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



After hearing the submissions made by both the parties, the decision has been reserved.










(Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 10.10.2013                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Parminder Singh,

 S/O Sh. Narata Singh,

Vill: Gobindgarh, 

Distt. Ludhiana.


             Complainant.


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana-I.













CC-2177 of 2013

Heard through Video Conference

Present: -
Shri Harjinder Singh on behalf of the complainant Shri 

                      Parminder Singh.

 None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



At the last date of hearing the PIO was directed to be personally present and also to file written reply within 10 days time. The PIO was not present. The complainant had stated that till date no response had been provided to him by the PIO regarding his complaint. The complainant submitted that he had faced harassment and detriment due to delay in supply of the information and therefore he requested for compensation. In view of the submission of the complainant, the Public Authority, Office of the Block Development & Panchayat Officer was directed to pay an amount of Rs. 5000/- as compensation to the complainant for the harassment and detriment faced by him, through Bank Draft within 10 days time. 



Today neither the PIO nor his representative is present. Shri Harjinder Singh present on behalf of the complainant states that the amount of compensation as per the order of this Commission dated 10.9.2013 has not been paid till date. Shri Ranjit Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO, Ludhiana-1 is hereby summoned to be present at the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 13.11.2013 at 11.00 AM through Video Conference Facility available in the Office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

DATED: 10.10.2013




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Harvinder Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No.740, 

7th Floor,

Distt. Courts, Ludhiana.

                                  Complainant.


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana-I.













CC-2178 of 2013

Heard through Video Conference

Present: -
Shri Harwinder Singh, Advocate, complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



At the last date of hearing the PIO was directed to be personally present and also to file written reply within 10 days time. The PIO was not present. The complainant had stated that till date no response had been provided to him by the PIO regarding his complaint. The complainant submitted that he had faced harassment and detriment due to delay in supply of the information and therefore he requested for compensation. In view of the submission of the complainant, the Public Authority, Office of the Block Development & Panchayat Officer was directed to pay an amount of Rs. 5000/- as compensation to the complainant for the harassment and detriment faced by him, through Bank Draft within 10 days time.


Today neither the PIO nor his representative is present. Shri Harjinder Singh present on behalf of the complainant states that the amount of compensation as per the order of this Commission dated 10.9.2013 has not been paid till date. Shri Ranjit Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO, Ludhiana-1 is hereby summoned to be present at the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 13.11.2013 at 11.00 AM through Video Conference Facility available in the Office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

DATED: 10.10.2013




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal, 

House No. 10904,

Basant Road, Industrial Area-B,

Ludhiana.

                                        .

                                  …Complainant.


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

FAA:
the Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

Date of hearing: 10.10.2013

Date of decision:10.10.2013

Public Authority: Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.











AC-1374 of 2013

Heard through Video Conference

Present: -
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Nardish Singh Grewal, JE(Horticulture) Office of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has made a written submission which is taken on report. The respondent submits that the appellant has been provided complete information and the appellant has given in writing that he has received the complete information. The appellant is not present. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 
DATED: 10.10.2013




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kamaljit Singh S/O Jai Pal Singh,

H.No.2226/12, Street No.2,

Opposite Civil City Office, Chander Nagar,

Ludhiana.                          .

                                  Complainant.


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

FAA: Joint Commissioner,








Municipal Corporation,

           Ludhiana.




AC-1382 of 2013

Heard through Video Conference

Present:
Shri Kamaljit Singh, appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The respondent has failed to file written reply as required in the notice of hearing dated 2.7.2013. At the last date of hearing on 23.7.2013, the PIO was directed to file written reply within 10 days time and he was also directed to be personally present at today’s hearing. The PIO was not present and had also failed to file written reply. The appellant stated that he had faced harassment and detriment due to delay in supply of the information and requested for compensation. In view of the harassment and detriment faced by the appellant, the Public Authority, office of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was directed to pay an amount of Rs. 5000/- as compensation to the appellant to be paid within 10 days time through Bank Draft. 

Today the PIO is not present. The appellant states that the order regarding payment of compensation ordered by the Commission on 10.9.2013 has not been complied with. Shri Surinderpal Singh, PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, is hereby summoned to be personally present on the next date of hearing to explain why the order of this Commission dated 10.9.2013 has not been complied with. 



To come up on 13.11.2013 at 11.00 AM through Video Conference Facility available in the Office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

DATED: 10.10.2013




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Pal Singh,

Son of Late Shri Gurdyal Singh,

Near Water Tank,

Humbran Road,

Dashmesh Nagar, 

Village Lyali Khurd,

Ludhiana.





…Appellant


                                        Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,




Office of the Commissioner of Police

Ludhiana..

2. First Appellate Authority,

    Inspector General of Police (Zonal)

    Jalandhar.





…Respondent

.

Appeal Case No. 1612  of 2013

Date of hearing: 10.10.2013
Date of decision:10.10.2013

Public Authority: Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Santosh Kumar, ASI on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

The respondent has made a written submission which is taken on record. The respondent submits that the information has been supplied to the appellant. The respondent has also produced a copy of the receipt from the appellant mentioning that he has received the information and he is satisfied with the same. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 10.10.2013 
                  State Information Commissioner
                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurcharan Singh Saggu,

11858, Street No.4, S.A.S.Nagar,

Block No.21, Ludhiana-141003.

                                        .

                                  Complainant.


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

FAA:
the District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.





   AC-1383 of 2013

Heard through Video Conference

Present: -
Shri Kuldip Singh Khaira on behalf of Shri Gurcharan Singh Saggu, 

                      Appellant.



Shri Anil Kumar, PCS, DTO, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

                
The  respondent submits that most of the information has been supplied to the Appellant and a part of the third party information has not been provided. The complainant states that the third party information cannot be withheld without a speaking order of the PIO in this regard. The respondent submits that the information sought by the appellant was quite lengthy and the same was not readily available in the manner it has been sought for. The respondent submits that he has offered to the appellant to inspect the record when he visited his office on 23.4.2013 but the appellant had informed that he was not interested in the inspection of the record. The appellant 







-2-








                                                                    AC-1383 of 2013
states that he ought to have been provided the information without his inspecting the record and further states that now a part of the information has been not disclosed mentioning it as third party information.

                                         The Right to Information Act, 2005 does not give a third party an automatic veto on disclosure of information. The PIO and FAA are required to examine the third party’s case in terms of provisions of section 8 (1) (j) or section 11 (1) as the case may be and arrive at the findings by properly assessing the facts and circumstances of the case. A speaking order should thereafter be passed. In this case the respondent ought to have been more prompt in deciding this case and therefore, is cautioned to be careful and strictly observe the statutory time limit provided in the Right to Information Act, 2005. The District Transport Officer, Ludhiana needs to personally ensure that his officers and officials should not have a careless attitude in handling of public queries. 

                     In view of the submissions made by the respondent and the appellant, this case is remitted to  PIO with the direction the PIO may examine the third party’s case in terms of provisions of section 8 (1) (j) or section 11 (1) as the case may be and arrive at the findings and then pass a speaking order as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act 2005.

                   In case the Appellant is not satisfied with the reply received from PIO, he, under section 19(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, may within the time prescribed, file his first-appeal before the First Appellate Authority (FAA). On  receipt  of  the  first  appeal  from  the  petitioner  as  per  the  above directions   FAA should dispose of the appeal within the period stipulated in the RTI Act.

                                                                                                   AC-1383 of 2013

                   In case the Appellant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is at liberty to file a second appeal afresh before the Commission, under section 19(3), along with complaint u/s 18, if any,

                 The appeal/complaint is disposed of with above directions.

DATED: 10.10.2013




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

