                                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bagga Singh S/O Sh.Kasam Singh,

Balmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

                           …Complainant

Ferozepur City.




      

Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,



    …Respondent

Office of the Principal Secretary Home Affairs &

Justice, Punjab, Chandigarh.

2. The Public Information Officer,

 Office of the Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Punjab,

 Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.

.











CC--2093 of 2013
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.
                      Shri Pardeep Kumar, APIO-cum-Superintendent (Revenue Branch)


Office of the Financial Commissioner (Revenue) Punjab and

                      Shri Harbhajan Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Pardeep Kumar, APIO-cum-Superintendent (Revenue Branch)

Office of the Financial Commissioner (Revenue) Punjab, Chandigarh came present and submits that PIO Shri Rakesh Bhalla, Joint Secretary, office of the Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Punjab, Chandigarh is not well and therefore he could not personally come for the hearing. Shri Pardeep Kumar states that the application of the complainant Shri Bagga Singh has already been forwarded to the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur vide letter dated 16.8.2013 for disposal. The respondent further submits that this position has also been intimated to the complainant vide letter dated 16.8.2013. The complainant is not present and he was also not present during the hearings on 10.7.2013, 8.8.2013 and 3.10.2013. As a last opportunity to the complainant, to raise his objection if any, the case is adjourned to 26.11.2013. 

To come up on 26.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 
                                                                (NARINDERJIT SINGH)                                                                      
DATED: 14.11.2013                     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tarsem Jindal(Neeli Chattri Wala),

S/O Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No.306, Aastha Enclave, Barnala,

Teh: Barnala, Distt. Barnala.









…Complainant.


                                        Versus

The  Public Information Officer,





Office of the Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.









…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2887 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Gulzari Lal, Clerk office of Deputy Commissioner, Moga, on 
                      behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:




The complainant is not present. The respondent has not filed written reply as required in the notice of hearing. The respondent seeks adjournment for filing written reply. The respondent is directed to file written reply within 10 days time and a copy of the same may also be sent to the complainant. The PIO is directed to be present at the next date of hearing.



To come up on 4.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
                                                                 (NARINDERJIT SINGH)                                                                      
DATED: 14.11.2013                     State Information Commissioner
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tarsem Jindal(Neeli Chattri Wala),

S/O Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No.306, Aastha Enclave, Barnala,

Teh: Barnala, Distt. Barnala.









…Complainant.


                                        Versus

The  Public Information Officer,





Office of the Deputy Commissioner,

Fazilka.








         …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2888 of 2013
Date of hearing: 14.11.2013

Date of decision:14.11.2013

Public Authority: Deputy Commissioner, Fazilka.

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.


Sh.Vijay Kumar, EA, Office of Deputy Commissioner, Fazilka, 

                      on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


The respondent submits that information demanded by the complainant has already been provided to him. The complainant is not present. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.

                                                                 (NARINDERJIT SINGH)                                                                      
DATED: 14.11.2013                     State Information Commissioner
                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tarsem Jindal(Neeli Chattri Wala),

S/O Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No.306, Aastha Enclave, Barnala,

Teh: Barnala, Distt. Barnala.









…Complainant.


                                        Versus

The  Public Information Officer,





Office of the Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2889 of 2013
Date of hearing: 14.11.2013

Date of decision:14.11.2013

Public Authority: Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Balwinder Singh, Junior Assistant, office of Deputy 

                      Commissioner, Ferozepur on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent submits that information demanded by the complainant has already been provided to him. The complainant is not present. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.

                                                                 (NARINDERJIT SINGH)                                                                      
DATED: 14.11.2013                     State Information Commissioner
                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tarsem Jindal(Neeli Chattri Wala),

S/O Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No.306, Aastha Enclave, Barnala,

Teh: Barnala, Distt. Barnala.









…Complainant.


                                        Versus

The  Public Information Officer,





Office of the Deputy Commissioner,

Fazilka.








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2892 of 2013

Date of hearing: 14.11.2013

Date of decision:14.11.2013

Public Authority: Deputy Commissioner, Fazilka.

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.


Sh.Vijay Kumar, EA, Office of Deputy Commissioner, Fazilka, 

                      on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


The respondent submits that information demanded by the complainant has already been provided to him. The complainant is not present. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.

                                                                 (NARINDERJIT SINGH)                                                                      
DATED: 14.11.2013                     State Information Commissioner
                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tarsem Jindal(Neeli Chattri Wala),

S/O Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No.306, Aastha Enclave, Barnala,

Teh: Barnala, Distt. Barnala.









…Complainant.


                                        Versus

The  Public Information Officer,





Office of the Deputy Commissioner,

Sri Muktsar Sahib.








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2893 of 2013

Date of hearing: 14.11.2013

Date of decision:14.11.2013

Public Authority: Deputy Commissioner, Sri Muktsar Sahib.
Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


The respondent as well as the complainant is not present. However, the PIO-cum-Additional Deputy Commissioner, Sri Muktsar Sahib has filed written submission mentioning that the information demanded by the complainant has already been provided to him. It is noted that the notice of hearing was inadvertently sent to the PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Barnala whereas this case relates to PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Sri Muktsar Sahib. The Deputy Commissioner, Barnala has sent a letter dated 21.10.2013 to the Deputy Commissioner, Sri Muktsar Sahib enclosing the original notice of hearing and in response thereof, the PIO, Deputy Commissioner, Sri Muktsar Sahib has filed the written submission. The complainant is not present. In view of the written submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 
                                                                 (NARINDERJIT SINGH)                                                                      
DATED: 14.11.2013                     State Information Commissioner
                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tarsem Jindal(Neeli Chattri Wala),

S/O Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No.306, Aastha Enclave, Barnala,

Teh: Barnala, Distt. Barnala.









…Complainant.


                                        Versus

The  Public Information Officer,





Office of the Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2897 of 2013
Date of hearing: 14.11.2013

Date of decision:14.11.2013

Public Authority: Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Balwinder Singh, Junior Assistant, office of Deputy 

                      Commissioner, Ferozepur on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent submits that information demanded by the complainant has already been provided to him. The complainant is not present. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.

                                                                 (NARINDERJIT SINGH)                                                                      
DATED: 14.11.2013                     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

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.


Shri Rajiv Sharma, Environment Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala and Shri Ravinder Bhatti, APIO, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Regional Office-2, Ludhiana on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



The Shri Rajiv Sharma, Environment Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala who was earlier working as PIO, office of Environment Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Regional Office-2, Ludhiana came present and filed written submission which is taken on record. In his submission, the respondent has submitted as under:- 

“ A complaint dated nil was received in the Zonal Office-Ludhiana of Punjab Pollution Control Board vide Diary No. 5346 dated 12.12.2012 regarding:-

(i) Overflowing of sewerage waste in open near Dhandari Kalan between Rly. Station, Dhandari Kalan & OBC outside Eveline Intentional and new location of Axis Bank ATM.

(ii) A request is made to depute a team of experts to visit the area for an on the spot study taking below mentioned residents/signatories/complainants, so that problems brought to your notice could be verified. List of problems faced by complainants made and people causing illegal discharge identified and prosecuted as [per law. Secondly, a way should be found out to stop the illegal discharge of chemical waste material into the sewerage system. 

(iii) It is requested to instruct the Municipal Corporation of Ludhiana to take effective measures to stop open flow of sewerage discharge. 

Thereafter, an application under RTI Act, 2005 addressed to PIO-cum-SEE, Zonal Office-1, Ludhiana was received on 15.1.2013, wherein action taken on the application dated 11.12.2012 was sought. 


The complainant as well as application were forwarded by Zonal Office-1 Ludhiana vide No. 3001-04 dated 15.1.2013, which was received by Regional Office-II, Ludhiana on 22.1.2013 (Anenxure-R1). The application was marked by PIO-cum-Environmental Engineer, Regional Office-II, Ludhiana to APIO-Cum-Environmental Engineer (under posting) on 22.1.2013. The APIO did not deal the complaint as well as RTI application. 


In the meanwhile, a copy of the complaint dated 26.2.2013 filed by applicant before Hon’ble State Information Commissioner was received by Environmental Engineer, Regional Office-II, Ludhiana on 1.3.2013 which was assigned by PIO to APIO-cum-AEE-II on 1.3.2013 for immediate necessary action (Annexure-R2). The original complaint CC No. 1005 of 2013 was also received from Hon’ble State Information Commission by PIO-cum-Environmental Engineer, Regional Office-II, on 18.4.2013 and case was fixed before Hon’ble State Information Commission on 15.5.2013.

AEE on 25.3.2013 prepared a letter and put up the same to Environmental Engineer for forwarding the complaint to Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana as the action was required to be taken by Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. The letter was signed by Environmental Engineer,  on 25.3.2013 and the same was sent to Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana with a copy to the complainant vide Regional Office-II, Ludhiana vide letter No. 657 dated 26.3.2013 (Annexure R-3) Information under RTI Act, 2005 was supplied to the applicant vide Regional Office-II, Ludhiana No. 679 dated 28.3.13 (Annexure R4). 

Subsequently, when no response was received from Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana regarding compliance/action taken on the complaint, site was again visited by officers of Regional Office-II, Ludhiana on 18.4.2013 and action was recommended to Zonal Office-1, Ludhiana recommending  to give a personal hearing to Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana for violating the provisions of Water (Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act, 1974 vide letter No. 869 dated 25.4.2013 (Annexure R5). Zonal Office-1, Ludhiana acting on the recommendations of Regional Office-II, Ludhiana requested Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to take necessary action in the matter to redress the grievance of the complainant vide letter No. 2479 dated 3.5.13 (Annexure-R6). 


The applicant in reference to the information supplied by PIO-cum-Environmental Engineer, Regional Office-II Ludhiana on 28.3.13, filed a fresh complaint dated 4.4.2013 (Annexure R7).

As such, the applicant is filing two separate complaints before Hon’ble State Information Commission against the same matter i.e. information in respect of action taken on complaint dated 4.4.2013 and at the same time has submitted a certificate (in both the CCs) declaring that proceedings under complaints/appeal are not going at any other place under any Commissioner.


Regarding non-appearance before Hon’ble State Information Commission on 10.10.13, it is prayed that Sh.Ravinder Batti, APIO-cum-AEE-III attended the hearing before Hon’ble State Information Commission on 29.8.2013 as I had to attend Hon’ble NGT, New Delhi on said date and APIO-cum-AEE-III after attending       the hearing simply informed that case has been adjourned to 17.10.2013. Thereafter, I was transferred from Regional Office-II, Ludhiana on 19.9.2013. A perusal of record show that orders dated 29.8.2013 in CC No. 1005 of 2013 have been marked by present PIO-cum-EE, RO-II, Ludhiana to AEE on 23.9.2013, wherein, next date of hearing before Hon’ble State Information Commission has been mentioned as 10.10.2013. 


In view of the facts stated above and as all the information sought by applicant has already been supplied to him from time to time, it is most respectfully prayed that the appeal may please be dismissed. It is further prayed that any additional information, if still required to be supplied, may pleased be ordered to be supplied in the presence of Hon’ble Commission.” 


The complainant states that vide his application for seeking information under the Right to Information Act dated 12.1.2013 he has asked information relating to action taken on his application dated 11.12.2012.  The appellant states that he has not received complete information. Shri Rajiv Sharma the then PIO submits that no action has been taken on the complaint of Shri Hari Om Parkash dated 11.12.2012 except that the same has been sent to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. The respondents submits that subsequently reminders have also been sent to the Municipal Corporation and this position has also been intimated to the complainant. The complainant states that main action regarding his complaint was to be taken by Pollution Control Board and it is not clear from the response that Punjab Pollution Control Board has taken any action or not. The respondent submits that except for taking up the matter with the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, no other action has been taken by the Punjab Pollution Control Board regarding the above mentioned complaint. The PIO is directed to confirm in writing the above stated position to the complainant within one week time. 



To come up on 4.12.2013 at 11.00 AM.






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:14.11.2013
               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

Present:-

None on behalf of the appellant.




Shri Pardeep Kumar, Superintendent, House Tax and


Mr.S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

.

Order
The respondent has filed written submission. The respondent submits that a copy of the written submission has also been provided to the appellant. The appellant is not present, however, an e-mail has been received from him seeking adjournment of the case. As a last opportunity to the appellant to raise his objection, if any, the case is adjourned to 12.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 







  (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:14.11.2013


      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
Present:-

None on behalf of the appellant.




Shri Pardeep Kumar, Superintendent, House Tax and


Mr.S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

.

Order
The respondent has filed written submission. The respondent submits that a copy of the written submission has also been provided to the appellant. The appellant is not present, however, an e-mail has been received from him seeking adjournment of the case. As a last opportunity to the appellant to raise his objection, if any, the case is adjourned to 12.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 







  (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:14.11.2013


      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
Present:-

None on behalf of the appellant.




Shri Pardeep Kumar, Superintendent, House Tax and


Mr.S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

Order
The respondent has filed written submission. The respondent submits that a copy of the written submission has also been provided to the appellant. The appellant is not present, however, an e-mail has been received from him seeking adjournment of the case. As a last opportunity to the appellant to raise his objection, if any, the case is adjourned to 12.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 







  (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:14.11.2013


      State Information Commissioner

