                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
      SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

S. Gurbax Singh, Premier Complex,

Village Nichi Mangli, PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.








                       …Complainant

Versus

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.





                       ….Respondent

CC No. 1120of 2012 

Present:

                      None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Harjit Singh Sandhu, PCS, SDM, Kotkapura,


Sh. Bhupinder Singh, PCS, SDM, Moga and


Sh.Sanjiv Kumar, Junior Assistant Office of DTO, Bathinda on  

                      behalf of the respondent.

Order:



At the last date of hearing 9.1.2014 Shri B.M.Singh, came present and had submitted that he was under suspension and  therefore  could  not  file  explanation in compliance of the order of this Commission dated 27.8.2013. Shri B.M.Singh, PCS (under suspension) prayed for another opportunity to file his explanation. Shri Bhupinder Singh, PCS now working as SDM, Moga and Shri Harjit Singh, PCS now working as SDM, Kotkapura were not present. The District Transport Officer, Bathinda was directed to depute a senior officer alongwith complete record of this case and also the posting details of all the above mentioned three officers in the office of the DTO, Bathinda from 15.11.2011 till date. 
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Today Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Junior Assistant, appearing on behalf of DTO, Bathinda has placed on record a letter dated 17.2.2014 giving details of various PIOs posted as DTO Bathinda. According to the information provided by the DTO, Bathinda Shri Bhupinder Singh, PCS SDM Moga remained posted as DTO Bathinda from 30.6.2011 to 18.4.2012,  Shri Bhupinder Mohan Singh PCS(under suspension) from 20.4.2012 to 23.5.2013 and Shri Harjit Singh Sandhu, PCS from 17.6.2013 to 28.7.2013.



Today Shri Bhupinder Singh, PCS and Shri Harjit Singh Sandhu, PCS, came present. Shri Harjit Singh Sandhu has filed his explanation which is taken on record. Shri Harjit Singh Sandhu states that he did not remained PIO during the period of thirty days of the receipt of the request prescribed under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for providing the information and further he was holding the post of Estate Officer, Bathinda Development Authority, Bathinda and in addition to that he was holding  charge of the post of Sub Divisional Magistrate, Maur and  District Transport Officer, Bathinda and has worked as PIO only for the short period as mentioned above. In view of the information provided by the DTO, Bathinda vide letter dated 17.2.2014 and explanation tendered and submission made by Shri Harjit Singh Sandhu, PCS, the show cause notice against him is dropped. Shri Bhupinder Singh,SDM, seeks time to file his explanation as he has come to know about this case on 13.2.2014. Shri Bhupinder Mohan Singh, PCS is not present and has also failed to file his 
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explanation. In view of the submission of Shri Bhupinder Singh PCS, he alongwith Shri Bhupinder Mohan Singh,PCS is given another opportunity to file their explanations and the case is adjourned to 1.4.2014. 


To come up on 1.4.2014 at 11.00 AM.






                                                                     (Narinderjit Singh) 

Dated:19.02.2014                              State Information Commissioner 

CC:  A copy of this order is sent to:-

1. Shri Bhupinder Singh, PCS, SDM Moga 
2. The Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar to ensure the presence of Shri Bhupinder Mohan Singh,PCS (Under Suspension) in this Commission on 1.4.2014 at 11.00 A.M.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Subhash Jain,

Shop No. 263/2, Adarsh Nagar Market,

Jalandhar.






…Appellant


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,





Office of the Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar. 

First Appellate Authority,

Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.









…Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1847 of 2013

Present: -
Shri Subhash Jain, complainant in person..



Shri Inder Mohan Singh, SDO, office of Municipal Corporation, 

                     Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


At the last date of hearing on 11.12.2013, the PIO,  Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar was summoned to be personally present on 9.1.2014. The PIO was not present on 9.1.2014 and he was again summoned to be personally present at today’s haring to explain the reasons for his absence from hearings in this Commission and delay in filing written reply as required in the notice of hearing.The PIO is again not present, however Shri Inder Mohan Singh, SDO is present on behalf of the respondent. Shri Inder Mohan Singh states that written reply in this case had already been sent through post and a copy of the same had also been sent to the appellant. The appellant states that he is not satisfied with the written reply as required information has not been 
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provided. Taking a serious view of the case, Shri Kulwinder Singh, PIO, Additional Commissioner (Technical) Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar is given a last opportunity to be personally present at the next date of hearing failing which this Commission shall be constrained to issue bailable warrants under Section 18(3) of the Right Information Act, 2005 read with the provisions of the Civil Procedure Code. 
 

To come up on 1.4.2014 at 11.00 AM.








                                                                     (Narinderjit Singh) 

Dated:19.02.2014                              State Information Commissioner 
           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jagdish Raj Raja,

Ward No.37,

 326 Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.









…Appellant.


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,





Office of the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

FAA: Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.









…Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1764 of 2013

Present:
Shri Jagdish Raj Raja, appellant.



Shri Inder Mohan Singh, SDO, office of Municipal Corporation, 

                     Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:
At the last date of hearing on 9.1.2014, the PIO nor his representative was present.  Therefore, PIO, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar was summoned to be personally present at today’s hearing. The PIO is again not present, however Shri Inder Mohan Singh, SDO is present on behalf of the respondent. The respondent has failed to file written reply. Taking a serious view of the case, the PIO, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation. Jalandhar is given a last opportunity to be personally present at the next date of hearing failing which this Commission shall be constrained to issue bailable warrants under Section 18(3) of the Right Information Act, 2005 read with the provisions of the Civil Procedure Code. 

 

To come up on 1.4.2014 at 11.00 AM.








                                                                     (Narinderjit Singh) 

Dated:19.02.2014                              State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Ravinder Singh 

S/O Sh. Balwant Singh,

H.No.986, Near Hotel Dev,




Complainant.

Main Bazaar, Moga.
        


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Modern Central Jail,

Faridkot.












CC-2317 of 2013

Present: 

Shri Ravinder Singh complainant.




None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:




At the last date of hearing Shri Prem Kumar Garg, Deputy Superintendent, Modern Central Jail, Faridkot came present and had  filed a copy of letter dated 19.02.2014 which was taken on record. The respondent had submitted that information demanded by the complainant had already been supplied to him. The respondent had also produced a copy of certificate from the complainant in this regard. The complainant was not present, however a letter was received from him dated 4.1.2014 mentioning that he had not been provided with the information till date. The respondent was directed to send another copy of the information to the complainant. 
                              Today Shri Ravinder Singh, complainant came present and has submitted that the copy of the certificate produced by the respondent was never signed by him and he has not been provided the information till date. The respondent is not present, therefore Shri Prem Kumar Garg, PIO, Deputy Superintendent Modern Jail, Faridkot is directed to personally present at the next date of hearing to provide his response regarding the submission of the complainant.
                                 To come up on 1.4.2014 at 11.00 AM.








                                                                     (Narinderjit Singh) 

Dated:19.02.2014                              State Information Commissioner 

        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jagdish Raj Raja,

Ward No.37,

 326 Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.









…Appellant.
      


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,





Office of the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

FAA: Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.









…Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1763 of 2013

Present:
Shri Jagdish Raj Raj, appellant.



Shri Inder Mohan Singh, SDO, office of Municipal Corporation, 

                     Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


At the last date of hearing on 9.1.2014, the respondent had filed written reply which was taken on record. The respondent had submitted that a copy of the written reply had already been sent to the appellant. The appellant was not present, therefore he was given a last opportunity to raise his objection if any and the case was adjourned for today. Today the appellant is present  and he states that he is not satisfied with the reply of the respondent. as required information has not been provided. Taking a serious view of the case, Shri Kulwinder Singh, PIO, Additional Commissioner (Technical) Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar is given a last opportunity to be personally present at the next date of hearing failing which this Commission shall be constrained to issue bailable warrants under Section 18(3) of the Right Information Act, 2005 read with the provisions of the Civil Procedure Code. 

 

To come up on 1.4.2014 at 11.00 AM.





                                                                     (Narinderjit Singh) 

Dated:19.02.2014                        State InformationCOMMISSIONER
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Harbans Singh,

H.No.1064, 

Sector-70,

Mohali.








…Complainant.
      


                                        Versus

 The Public Information Officer,





 Office of the Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.









…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3517 of 2013

Date of hearing:19.2.2014

Date of decision: 19.2.2014

Public Authority: Sub Divisional Magistrate,Sri Mukatsar Sahib.

Present:

Shri Harbans Singh, the complainant in person.




Shri Varinderpal Singh Bajwa, SDM, Sri Muktsar Sahib, on 
                                behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER:




Shri Varinderpal Singh Bajwa, PCS, PIO, SDM, Sri Muktsar Sahib came present and submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been provided to him. The complainant states that he has received copy of the enquiry report against Shri Bharpur Singh, Patwari; however, he is not satisfied with the findings of the enquiry report. The PIO submits that this is an administrative matter and information as per record has already been provided to the complainant and the complainant should take up his grievance with the appropriate authority. 
                              Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 


                                                                     (Narinderjit Singh) 

Dated:19.02.2014                              State Information Commissioner 

                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jagdish Raj Raja,

Ward No.37,

 326 Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.









…Appellant.
      


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,





Office of the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

FAA: Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.









…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2947 of 2013

Present:
Sh. Jagdish Raj Raja, complainant.



Sh. Saurav Khanna, Building Inspector, on behalf of the 

                      respondent. 

ORDER:

                      At the last date of hearing on 21.11.2013, the respondent had submitted that the information demanded by the appellant had already been supplied to him. The complainant had sought adjournment of the case, and the case was adjourned to 9.1.2014. On 9.1.2014, the complainant had submitted that that complete information has not been provided to him. The respondent had offered inspection of record. Accordingly, the respondent was directed to allow inspection of record to the complainant on the mutually agreed date i.e. 13.1.2014 during office hours.  The respondent was also directed to provide attested copies of the documents identified by the complainant during inspection, duly attested, free of cost as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act.The appellant states that he has inspected the record, however copies of the Act and the Byelaws relating to Point Nos. 4, 5, 6 & 7 of his RTI request have not 
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been provided. The respondent submits that the above information shall be provided to the appellant within one week’s time. Accordingly the respondent is directed to provide the above mentioned information to the appellant within one week’s time.
                                  To come up on 1.4.2014 at 11.00 AM.



                                                                     (Narinderjit Singh) 

Dated:19.02.2014                                                      State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tajinder Singh,

C/o Career Wings Consultants Pvt. Ltd.,

219 Green Park, Ist Floor,

Neat Bus Stand,

Jalandhar.






… Appellant
      


                                        Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,





    Office of the Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.    

2. First Appellate Authority

    Municipal Corporation,

    Jalandhar.









…Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1992 of 2013

Present: -
Shri Tejinder Singh, appellant.



Sh. Parampal Singh ATP, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar on 

                      behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


This case was earlier heard on 3.12.2013  and again on 28.1.14, At hearing of this case on 3.12.2013 the PIO -  Ms. Anupam Kler, PCS, Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar came present and had filed written reply vide letter dated 29.11.2013.. To sort out the matter, the respondent was directed to allow inspection of the record to the appellant on the mutually agreed date i.e. 18.12.2013 during office hours and the respondent was directed to supply the documents so identified by the appellant on the date of inspection, duly attested free of cost. On 28.1.14, Ms. Anupam Kler, PCS, Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar was not present and Sh. Prem Gill, Building Inspector came present on her behalf and had filed a letter dated 27.1.2014 signed by the PIO herself and a copy of which was also provided to the appellant at the time of hearing. The appellant was not satisfied with the response of the PIO as the relevant record relating to his RTI request had not been offered for inspection. Surprisingly, the respondent public authority had not given any reason and explanation about the missing of the record.  Accordingly, 
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the PIO Ms. Anupam Kler, PCS, was directed to be personally present at the time of next date of hearing to explain the reasons for non-availability of the record. 



Today Shri Parampal Singh ATP, the present APIO, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar, came present and has submitted a letter dated 18.2.2014. In the above letter, the respondent has submitted as under:-

“1. That the above referred appeal case is pending before this Hon’ble Court and the same is fixed for 19.2.2014 for further hearing.

2. That on the last date of hearing i.e. on 28.1.2014, this Hon’ble Court has directed Mrs. Anupam Kler, PCS, Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar to be present personally in this case on 19.2.2014. 

3. That it is humbly submitted that Mrs.Anupam Kler, PCS, Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar has already been transferred from Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar and she has relinquished the charge of the post of Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar on 18.2.2014. A copy of the relieving orders of Smt.Anupam Kler is annexed herewith for your kind information and perusal please. 

4. That it is further submitted that the office of the Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar had already supplied the information/copies of the notices available in the record to the applicant. After the scrutinizing the record, it has been revealed that o further record is available in the office of the 
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Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar and no record is missing in this context. 

So keeping in view the above facts, it is requested that the present appeal case may please be filed.”




The appellant states that the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar has issued notices for illegal possessions in Model Town Market, Jalandhar. The appellants states that he has sought copies of documents with regard to current status of illegal possessions and action plan as on date by the Municipal Corporation against the shops which were under scrutiny.  The respondent submits that after scrutinizing the record it has been revealed that no further record is available in the office of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar and no record is missing in this context. This is a serious matter where the Municipal Corporation has issued notices for the removal of encroachments but later on record relating to current status of illegal possessions and action taken as on date by the Municipal Corporation against the shops which were under scrutiny, is not available. This could be either a matter where the PIO or some other officer is hiding the information or a matter in which the reply being submitted is forged or a collusive conspiracy by which the record and all associated papers have been taken away from the Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar. The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar is directed to enquire into the matter and take appropriate action against the concerned officers/officials under the service rules applicable to them.

                              With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed.







       (Narinderjit Singh)

 Dated: 19.2.2014
                   State Information Commissioner

CC:
A copy of the order is sent to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, 

            Jalandhar for compliance.
