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.


For the respondent: Sh. Kuljit Singh, Draughtsman


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

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


While Sh. Kuljit Singh, present on behalf of the respondent, stated that the requisite information has already been provided to the applicant-complainant, Sh. Sikka 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 is directed to mail another copy of the requisite information to the complainant, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post and send a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt for perusal and records of the Commission. 


PIO - Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana shall be personally present for the hearing on the next date fixed, failing which punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 may be invoked against him, which should be noted carefully. 


Adjourned to 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard through video-conferencing at Ludhiana.









   Sd/-


Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  19.03.2013



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. 5/13
Order

Heard Via Video-conferencing

Present:
Complainant Sh. Mandeep Singh in person.


For the respondent: Ms. Seema, Asstt. Project Coordinator.


Vide application dated 05.06.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Mandeep Singh 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 was informed that these appointments were not made at the district level; hence they were unable to provide copies of the certificates in respect of seven teachers named in his application. 


Vide another communication no. 3054 dated 26.07.2012, respondent informed the complainant that the information sought by him pertains to third party and following the due procedure, they have written to the teachers concerned to seek their consent to which no response had been received. 


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


Sh. Mandeep Singh submitted that the information sought by him is in public domain and cannot be said to be third party information and prayed that he be got the requisite information.


The contention of the respondent is not accepted and as such, respondent PIO is 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 send a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt for perusal and records of the Commission. 


Adjourned to 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard through video-conferencing at Ludhiana.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  19.03.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Phase I,

Urban Estate, Focal Point,

Ludhiana-141001

 



          …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (EE),

Ludhiana.
 




                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  06/13
Order

Heard Via Video-conferencing

Present:
Complainant Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura in person.


For the respondent: Ms. Karamjit Kaur, Dy. DEO (EE)-PIO


Vide RTI application dated 03.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura sought the following information regarding affiliations, under the RTI Act, 2005: -


1.
Copy of diary register where each case was diarised;


2.
Noting of file in each case;


3.
Copy of inspection report in each case;


4.
Copy of order granting affiliation in each case; 

5.
Copy of log book of official vehicle of the DEO (EE) for the entire period.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 8172 dated 05.10.2012 informed Sh. Kaura to remit a sum of approx. Rs. 200/- for providing documents towards information on point no. 5.   This was, however, contested by the applicant-complainant per his letter dated 13.10.2012.


Subsequently, vide Memo. no. 8493 dated 31.10.2012, respondent informed the applicant that during the repairs of their building which was got done by the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, the files had been misplaced and the same are being searched.   It was further stated that the information would be provided when the files are located.


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


Ms. Karamjit Kaur, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that some information has been brought in the hearing which has been handed over to Sh. Kaura who will peruse the same and intimate the respondent as well as the Commission if he is satisfied with the same.   In case there are some deficiencies, he will communicate the same to the respondent within a fortnight and the respondent shall remove the same within a period of two weeks of such communication from the complainant. 

Respondent sought some time to provide the remainder information, which is granted.

 
Respondent PIO is directed to provide complete, specific information, duly attested, free of cost, to the applicant-complainant in accordance with his RTI application dated 03.09.2012, by registered post and send a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt for perusal and records of the Commission. 


Adjourned to 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard through video-conferencing at Ludhiana.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  19.03.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parminder Singh Jagdeo,

10568/38, Gali No. 2,

SAS Nagar, Block XXI (21)

Ludhiana-141003

 



       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  09/13
Order

Heard Via Video-conferencing

Present:
Complainant Sh. Parminder Singh Jagdeo in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Parveen Singla, SDO.


With reference to communication no. 165/ZC dated 23.05.2012, Sh. Parminder Singh Jagdeo, vide application dated 03.06.2012, sought the following information from the respondent, under the RTI Act, 2005: -


1.
Action taken on the said letter;
2.
Name and mobile-phone number of each of the Officers who were assigned duties in this respect; 

3.
Has any time limit been fixed?

4.
If a mishap takes place due to uncovered manholes and loss of life and property is reported, will Zone C of your Corporation or any other officer be held responsible?   State name and mobile-phone number of such an officer.

5.
When the road was got constructed through the contractor, was there a provision to raise (raze) the manhole(s)?  If yes, why such manholes were not raised (razed) at the said time?  Name and mobile-phone number of officer concerned be provided.
6.
Did the officer concerned submit any report regarding raising (razing) of the manhole(s)?  If yes, a photocopy thereof be provided. 


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 137 dated 06.07.2012 informed the applicant that that proposal / estimation regarding raising (razing) the manholes has been sent to the higher authorities for approval.

Perusal of the case file further indicates that first appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 27.09.2012.


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


Today, Sh. Parveen Singla, present on behalf of the respondent, stated that complete information to the satisfaction of the applicant-complainant has already been provided by them.   Sh. Jagdeo, the complainant endorsed the statement of the respondent and stated that he had no objection if the case is disposed of and closed.


In view of the foregoing, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  19.03.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara,

Industrial Area ‘B’

Ludhiana.


 



        …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Christian Medical College & Hospital (CMC),

Ludhiana.
 




                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  31/13
Order

Heard Via Video-conferencing

Present:
Complainant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Ranjit, PIO


Vide application dated 27.09.2012 addressed to the Medical Superintendent, CMC Hospital, Ludhiana, Sh. Balbir Aggarwal sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
Charges for 24 hours’ stay in General Ward;

2.
Rate list for lab investigations of biochemistry, clinical pathology, microbiology, x-rays, cardiology and ICU etc. according to which the patients are billed;

3.
Specify doctor’s charges, nursing charges.  What are the facilities charged for on daily basis?

4.
Admission charges;

5.
Do you admit patients from poor strata?  Details of such admissions done during 2010, 2011 and up to September 2012.

6.
Is VAT deposited by your hospital on monthly basis or on quarterly basis with the Excise & Taxation Department?  Provide photocopies of such deposits for the period 2010 to 2012 (up to September)

7.
What the average monthly receipts from the patients as per your records?   Details of discount / concession granted, if any i.e. date, bill number and particulars of the respective patients. 

8.
Are you sending the copies of audited accounts of the Department of Health & Family Welfare, Punjab?


Respondent, vide letter No. PO/038 dated 15.10.2012 declined the information stating that it was not covered under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


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


Sh. Ranjit, PIO requested for some more time to provide the information sought by Sh. Balbir Aggarwal which is granted with the consent of the complainant.   Accordingly, respondent PIO is directed to provide point-wise complete, specific information, duly attested, per registered post, in accordance with the RTI application of Sh. Aggarwal dated 27.09.2012 within a month’s time under intimation to the Commission. 


At the instance of the parties, adjourned to 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM for further proceedings, to be heard at Chandigarh.








    Sd/-


Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  19.03.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Jagjeet Kaur,

4113/2, Jyoti Colony,

Jamalpur Awana,

Ludhiana.


 



           …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana.
 




                       ..…Respondent

CC No.  25/13
Order

Heard Via Video-conferencing

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Ms. Surinder Kaur, S.I.


Vide application dated 13.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Ms. Jagjeet Kaur sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
The action taken on a complaint filed by me before the Punjab State Women Commission wherein enquiry had been entrusted to the PS Jamalpur vide Memo. no. 743/2012/2684 dated 03.09.2012;
2.
A complaint bearing no. 5703/10/12 dated 08.05.2012 had been filed by Kimti Lal before the Punjab State Human Rights Commission against Tarlochan Singh which was later sent to you and my statement had also been recorded.  What action has been taken against Tarlochan Singh?  Provide me a copy of the report sent to the Punjab State Human Rights Commission as well as a copy of the complaint and the statements recorded;

3.
Another complaint no. CR-422 dated 19.06.2012 filed by Kimti Lal against Tarlochan Singh and has been received in PS Jamalpur.   Inform me the action taken on the above as well as a copy of the complaint, statements recorded and the outcome;


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 11.12.2012.


Ms. Surinder Kaur, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant has already been provided.  She also presented written acknowledgement dated 13.03.2013 obtained from Ms. Jagjeet Kaur, the complainant which was verified by the Coordinator Ms. Rattandeep Kaur from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


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







  Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  19.03.2013



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.  46/13
Order

Heard Via Video-conferencing

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harvinder Singh in person.


None for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 01.11.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Harvinder Singh sought the following information pertaining to the new path carved out in village Gobindgarh, Block Ludhiana-I from the residence of shop-keeper Charanjit Singh to the residence of Sarup Singh, under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
How many trolleys loaded with earth (soil) were used in it?

2.
Rates paid per trolley along with date of payment;


3.
Name and address of the supplier of earth (soil);


4.
Details of trolley-load of earth (soil) made to various suppliers.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 4948 dated 05.11.2012 transferred the request of the applicant to the Panchayat Secretary Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Gram Panchayat Gobindgarh, Block Ludhiana-I.


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


Complainant submitted that no information has so far been provided to him.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him. 


In the interest of justice, one more opportunity is afforded to the respondent PIO to provide  the complainant point-wise complete, specific information, duly attested, as per his RTI application dated 01.11.2012 by registered post within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 


Adjourned to 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard through video-conferencing at Ludhiana.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  19.03.2013



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 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 has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 12.12.2012.


Complainant submitted that no information has so far been provided to him.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him. 


In the interest of justice, one more opportunity is afforded to the respondent PIO to provide  the complainant point-wise complete, specific information, duly attested, as per his RTI application dated 01.11.2012 by registered post within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 


Adjourned to 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard through video-conferencing at Ludhiana.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  19.03.2013



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.  48/13
Order

Heard Via Video-conferencing

Present:
Complainant Lt. Col. Bant Singh (Retd.) in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Balvir Singh, BDPO.


Vide RTI application dated 11.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Bant Singh sought a copy of the Audit and Inspection report of Gram Panchayat, Ghunghrana for the period October 2002 to 30.09.2010. 

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


Sh. Balvir Singh, BDPO prayed for some more time to provide the relevant information to the complainant, which is granted.

 
Accordingly, respondent PIO is directed to provide point-wise complete, specific information, duly attested, per registered post, in accordance with the RTI application of Lt. Col. Bant Singh (Retd.) dated 11.09.2012 within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission. 


Adjourned to 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard through video-conferencing at Ludhiana.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  19.03.2013



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:
None for the parties.

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 posted to date for hearing via videoconferencing.


Today again, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  No communication from either of the two has been received.


In the interest of justice, one more opportunity is afforded to the respondent PIO to provide  the complainant point-wise complete, specific information, duly attested, as per his RTI application dated 31.08.2012 by registered post within a fortnight.


Complainant shall intimate the Commission if the information, when received, is to his satisfaction. 


Adjourned to 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM to be heard through video-conferencing at Gurdaspur.








  Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  19.03.2013



State Information Commissioner
