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. Kapoor Din, Jr. Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 15.12.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. L.D. Gupta had 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 had been filed with the Commission, received n its office on 12.03.2013.


In the hearing dated 09.04.2013, Sh. Harbans Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had 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 had further added that even the contact number given in the application of the applicant was incorrect. 


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


Today, Sh. Kapoor Din, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that upon deposit of the additional document charges by the applicant-complainant, the relevant information has already been provided to Sh. Gupta per their endorsement no. 1695 dated 16.04.2013 a copy whereof has also been placed on record.


Complainant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.    Apparently, he is satisfied with the response received.


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










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  11.07.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Lt. Col Bant Singh (Retd.)

Member, Gram Panchayat,

Ghungrana (Ludhiana).




       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Pakhowal Block,

Ludhiana.

 



                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  50/13
Order

Heard via videoconferencing

Present:
None for the parties.

In this case, vide application dated 11.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Bant Singh had sought information under the RTI Act, 2005 about the disposal of the material on dismantling the existing roof and reconstruction thereof in the animal hospital, upon receipt of grant of Rs. 1,00,000/- for the same.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 12.12.2012.


Sh. Jaswant Singh, Panchayat Secretary, who had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent on 12.03.2013 when the case came up for hearing, was not clear about the facts of the case and had, therefore, been afforded another opportunity to inform the complainant as well as the Commission about the disposal of solid wastes during the above said exercise.


On 16.04.2013 when the case came up for hearing, while the complainant submitted that the information was yet to be received from the respondent, no one had put in appearance on behalf of the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Pakhowal Block, Ludhiana.


In the interest of justice, one last opportunity was afforded to the respondent PIO to provide the complainant point-wise complete, specific, duly attested, information according to RTI application dated 11.09.2012 within a month’s time.


Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.    


Adjourned to 27.08.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard at Chandigarh. 










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  11.07.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mandeep Singh

Krishna Nagar,

Street No. 1, 

Near GND Public School,

Khanna (Ludhiana).

 



       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Project Coordinator,

Sarv Sikhia Abhiyan,

Ludhiana.





                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  05/13
Order

Heard Via Video-conferencing

Present:
None for the parties.

In the case in hand, vide application dated 05.06.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Mandeep Singh had sought copies of the SC category certificates in respect of seven teachers who had been named in an earlier information provided to him by the respondent vide letter No. 2012/650-51 dated 27.04.2012 received by it from the office of District Project Officer, Sarv Sikhia Abhiyan, Ludhiana.


Vide Memo. no. SSA/2012/2505 dated 29.06.2012 addressed to the applicant-complainant by the District Project Officer, Sarv Sikhia Abhiyan, Ludhiana, he had been informed that these appointments were not made at the district level; hence they were unable to provide this information. 


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.12.2012.


In the hearing dated 19.03.2013, 
respondent PIO was directed to make complete information available to the applicant-complainant in accordance with his RTI application dated 05.06.2012, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post and to send a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt for perusal and records of the Commission. 


When the case came up for hearing on 08.05.2013, Ms. Seema submitted that seven such certificates had been issued and copies of the six out of the same had been provided to the applicant-complainant.   She further stated that the seventh certificate was not traceable and that they had written to the Secretary, Zila Parishad for assistance. 


Complainant, on the other hand, had stated that he had sought the information pertaining to the year 2004 while the one provided related to the year 2006.


In the circumstances, PIO – Karamjit Kaur, Deputy Distt. Education Officer (EE), Ludhiana was directed to endeavour to provide the applicant-complainant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, per registered post, according to his RTI application dated 05.06.2012. 


A fax message has been received from the Deputy Distt. Education Officer (EE) Ludhiana informing the Commission that complete information to the satisfaction of Sh. Mandeep Singh stands provided.


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










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  11.07.2013




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:
None for the Appellant.



For the respondents: Sh. Ashok Kumar, PIO

In this case, vide RTI application dated 29.11.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Paul Sharma had 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 had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 14.03.2013. 


On 09.04.2013, Sh. Jasdev Singh Sekhon, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondents had stated that the requisite information had been provided to the appellant vide memo. no. 16/RTI/ZA dated 18.03.2013 a copy whereof had also been placed on record.   Sh. Paul Sharma, the appellant, however, stated that incomplete and irrelevant information had been provided and there was an attempt on the part of the respondents to suppress certain information.   He had further stated that even the particulars of the designated First Appellate Authority were not being disclosed by the respondents. 


In the circumstances, the respondent PIO was 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.


Respondent PIO was further directed to submit a duly sworn affidavit regarding correctness of the information provided and also stating that complete information as available on records had been provided to the appellant and there was 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 was also directed to be provided to the appellant. 


Sh. Ashok Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that the relevant information has already been provided to the applicant-appellant.  He further stated that a duly attested affidavit from the PIO has also been placed on record regarding correctness of the information and the fact that complete information as per records stands provided.


Appellant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.   He appears to be satisfied.


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










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  11.07.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rohit Sikka

H. No. 14, Bawa Colony,

Balloki Road, Haibowal,

Ludhiana.


 



          …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

 



                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  03/13
Order

Heard Via Video-conferencing

Present:
Complainant Sh. Rohit Sikka in person (at Chandigarh)


For the respondent: Sh. Kuljit Singh, Draughtsman. 


In the present case, vide application dated 22.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Rohit Sikka had sought information, under the RTI Act, 2005, on six points – three pertaining to developer Sh. Bawa and three with respect to demolition drive undertaken by the Corporation under the supervision of  ATP Sh. S.S. Bindra.   It is further the case of Sh. Sikka that he had also sent a reminder on 08.10.2012 in this connection.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.12.2012.


When the case came up for hearing on 19.03.2013, while Sh. Kuljit Singh, present on behalf of the respondent, had stated that the requisite information had already been provided to the applicant-complainant, Sh. Sikka had stated otherwise.   Sh. Kuljit Singh, however, did not possess a copy of the information said to be provided nor was he aware of the date when the same was sent to the complainant.
Respondent PIO was directed to mail another copy of the requisite information to the complainant. 


In the hearing dated 08.05.2013, a communication dated 07.05.2013 had been received from Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, informing the Commission that he was required to attend a case in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  He had, therefore, sought another date, which was granted with the consent of the complainant.


Both the parties are at variance about the information sought / provided.


Adjourned to 27.08.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard at Chandigarh. 










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  11.07.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harvinder Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 710,

District Courts,

Ludhiana.


 



          …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana-I.

 



                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  47/13

Order

Heard Via Video-conferencing

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harvinder Singh in person.



None for the respondent. 


Vide application dated 27.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Harvinder Singh had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
An attested copy of the resolution passed on 22.03.2011 by the Gram Panchayat of village Gobindgarh, Ludhiana-I;

2.
Legal action taken according to the above resolution;

3.
If any court case has been filed, the particulars of the same be provided.

 
First appeal before the First Appellate Authority is stated to have been filed on 10.11.2012 who called upon the applicant and Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Gobindgarh, Block Ludhiana-I to appear before it on 29.11.2012 at 11.00 AM and attend the hearing. 


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 12.12.2012.


When the case came up for hearing on 19.03.2013, no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent and the case was posted to date.


On 08.05.2013, no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent.


In the interest of justice, another opportunity was afforded to the respondent to provide the applicant-complainant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, per registered post, according to his RTI application dated 27.09.2012. 


The complainant, today, submitted that there has been no further development in the matter of information sought by him.


Adjourned to 27.08.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard at Chandigarh. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  11.07.2013




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:
Appellant Sh. Sandy Randhawa in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Ram Lubhaya, Building Inspector; Ashok Kumar, House Tax Inspector, assisted by Sh. S.P. Sharma, Advocate.

Vide application dated 12.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Sandy Randhawa had 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 had 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.


On 09.04.2013 in the morning, Sh. S.K. Sharma, Advocate, had appeared in the office on behalf of the respondents, and had 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.

On 08.05.2013, the respondent had handed over the information to the appellant who sought time to study the same, which was granted. 


Today, both the parties differed on the point of information sought / provided and raised rival contentions.


As such, adjourned to 22.08.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard at Chandigarh. 










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  11.07.2013




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:
Appellant Sh. Sandy Randhawa in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Ram Lubhaya, Building Inspector; Ashok Kumar, House Tax Inspector, assisted by Sh. S.P. Sharma, Advocate.

Vide application dated 23.08.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Sandy Randhawa had 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.


On 09.04.2013 in the morning, Sh. S.K. Sharma, Advocate, had appeared in the office on behalf of the respondents, and had 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.

On 08.05.2013, Sh. Sanjeev Devgun, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had stated that in another case where identical information had been sought by the present applicant-appellant had been disposed by SIC Sh. S.P. Singh vide order dated 07.01.2013.   However, it was not clear if the information in the said case was exactly the same.


Appellant stated that information from the Building Branch was complete.  However, requisite information from the House Tax, Sewerage and the Fire Department had not been provided. 


As such, Sh. Parduman Singh, XEN, House Tax Branch, office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar was directed to provide the requisite information to the applicant-appellant according to his RTI application dated 23.08.2012. 


Today, both the parties differed on the point of information sought / provided and raised rival contentions.


As such, adjourned to 22.08.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard at Chandigarh. 










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  11.07.2013




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. Ramesh Kumar, J.E.

Vide application dated 30.10.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Mangal Singh had 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 had been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 04.12.2012.


On 09.04.2013 when the case came up for hearing, Sh. Jasbir Singh, SDO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the requisite information had 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 stated that incomplete information has been provided. 


In the circumstances, complainant Sh. Mangal Singh was advised to communicate to the respondent in writing the shortcomings / deficiencies in the information provided, within a fortnight and the respondent was directed to remove the same within the next two weeks.   


Today, Sh. Ramesh Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the relevant information has already been sent to the applicant-complainant by registered post on 12.04.2013.


Complainant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.   Seemingly, he is satisfied with the response received.


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










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  11.07.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Kumar

s/o Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

54, Fatehgarh Churian,

Tehsil Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur



   


 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Sewerage Board,

Batala






        

 …Respondent

CC- 3822/12

Order

Heard Via Video-conferencing

Present:
Complainant Sh. Surinder Kumar in person.


None for the respondent. 

In this case, vide application dated 31.08.2012 addressed to the Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur, Sh. Surinder Kumar had sought the contract amount for laying water line in Fatehgarh Churian, name of the contractor, size of the pipe required etc.


The office of Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur had transferred the application to the Executive Engineer, Sewerage Board, Batala under Section 6(3) of the RTI Ac, 2005 vide Memo. no. 817 dated 13.09.2012.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 05.12.2012.


In the earlier hearing dated 31.01.2013, no one had appeared on behalf of the respondent nor had any communication been received.   However, a fax message had been received from the complainant Sh. Surinder Kumar requesting that his case be heard through video conferencing.   His request was accepted and the case was to date for hearing via videoconferencing.


On 08.05.2013, neither the complainant nor the respondent was present and no communication from either of the two had been received. 


In the interest of justice, another opportunity was afforded to the respondent to provide the applicant-complainant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, according to his RTI application dated 31.08.2012 under intimation to the Commission.

Sh. Surinder Kumar, the applicant-complainant submitted that the information sought by him has not so far been provided by the respondent.


It is observed that application for information was submitted as early as 31.08.2012 and despite lapse of over ten months, the same has not been provided to him; and such approach of the respondent PIO is clearly against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.


Therefore, PIO, office of the Executive Engineer, Sewerage Board, Batala
 is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit 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 make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    He is further directed to present on the next date complete relevant records pertaining to the case along with day-to-day action taken report on the RTI application of the applicant-complainant.

Adjourned to 05.09.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard through video-conferencing.











   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  11.07.2013




State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Public Information Officer,

(REGISTERED)
O/o Executive Engineer,

Sewerage Board,

Batala
.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  11.07.2013




State Information Commissioner

