STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohinder Pal 

s/o Sh. Raj Mal,

Member, Gram Panchayat,

Village Chachowal,

P.O. Daduwal,

Tehsil & Distt. Jalandhar.
  

        


 …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar East.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar.





      …Respondents
AC- 408/12
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Jalandhar (East)


In this case, Sh. Mohinder Singh, vide application dated 07.09.2011 had sought from the respondent information on various counts pertaining to the Gram Panchayat, Chachowal, under the RTI Act, 2005.

In the earlier hearing dated 05.02.2013, it was recorded: -

“Today, the appellant is not present.  However, Sh. Surjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted that one of their colleagues had committed a suicide and as such, other officials were unable to attend the hearing today.   He went on to add that complete information to the appellant as per his application has been provided and he has expressed his satisfaction in writing and has also stated his no objection in case the matter is disposed of.    He further sought time to present the relevant document as he had not been able to collect it from the office in the light of what has been stated by him above.”


Today again, appellant is not present nor has any communication been received from him.  Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered photocopy of acknowledgment dated 22.01.2013 obtained from the appellant regarding receipt of complete information.   The same is taken on record.


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


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  21.03.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh

Plot No. 40, village Bholapur,

PO Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123

 



          …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

 



                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  22/13
Order

Present:
None for the parties. 
 
Vide application dated 13.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tejinder Singh sought a copy of the action taken on a complaint against him filed by Tarlochan Singh, bearing No. CR 8277 DR 4369/Post 05.07.2012 wherein investigation had been marked to Police Post New Court. 
 He also sought a copy of the complaint, copies of the statements recorded and the outcome of the investigation.


It is the case of Sh. Tejinder Singh that he also sent a reminder on 22.10.2012.


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


A fax message dated 13.03.2013 has been received from Sh. Tejinder Singh, the complainant, intimating that complete information to his satisfaction stands provided and the case be disposed of accordingly.


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









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  21.03.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Jagjit Kaur,

4113/2, Jyoti Colony,

Jamalpur Awana,

Ludhiana.


 



       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Addl. Deputy Commissioner of Police IV,

Jamalpur, Sector 38,

NRI Police Station,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.
 




                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  23/13
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

Vide application dated 13.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Ms. Jagjit Kaur sought a copy of the complaint, copies of the statements recorded and the outcome of the investigation in a complaint filed against Sh. Tejinder Singh by Tarlochan Singh, bearing No. CR 7499 DR 3414 dated 07.06.2011 wherein, after opinion of the DA (Legal), her statement had been recorded by ASI Jagir Singh, Post Ramgarh, on 04.06.2012.
 


It is the case of Ms. Jagjit Kaur that she also sent a reminder on 22.10.2012.


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


Today, neither party 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 to provide the complainant point-wise complete, specific, duly attested information, in accordance with her RTI application dated 13.09.2012, by registered post, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records, on the next date fixed. 


Complainant shall also inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information, when received.


Adjourned to 14.05.2013 at 2.00 PM.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  21.03.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Jagjit Kaur,

4113/2, Jyoti Colony,

Jamalpur Awana,

Ludhiana.


 



          …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana.





                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  24/13
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide application dated 13.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Ms. Jagjit Kaur sought a copy of the complaint along with documents annexed, in a complaint filed against her father Sh. Tarlochan Singh and her brother Avtar Singh, residents of 130, Farid Nagar, Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana, bearing No. CR 262 dated 10.04.2012 wherein her statement had been recorded by the Investigating Officer - ASI Ashwani Kumar; and constable Gurpreet Singh. She also sought to know the action taken by ASI Sh. Som Nath posted at PS Jamalpur.


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


Today, neither party 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 to provide the complainant point-wise complete, specific, duly attested information, in accordance with her RTI application dated 13.09.2012, by registered post, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records, on the next date fixed. 


Complainant shall also inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information, when received.


Adjourned to 14.05.2013 at 2.00 PM.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  21.03.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98153-44376)

Sh. Karan Singh,

No. 1, Street No. 5,

Jhill Road,

Tripuri,

Patiala


  

        


 …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, 

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, 

Chandigarh.





      …Respondents
AC- 699/12
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Karan Singh in person.


For the respondents: Sh. Parshottam Kumar, HC.


Sh. Parshottam Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, prayed for month’s more time, to ensure that no part of the information sought by Sh. Karan Singh is left out. 


Appellant did not object to the same.


According, adjourned to 09.05.2013 at 2.00 PM.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  21.03.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94643-20061)

Sh. N.R. Sandhir,

House No. 523, Phase 3-A,

Sector 53,

Mohali





   


 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Veterinary Poly Clinic,

Balongi,

(Distt. Mohali)





        
 …Respondent

CC- 3233/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. N.R. Sandhir in person.


For the respondent: Dr. M.K. Palta


In the earlier hearing dated 27.02.2013, it was recorded: -

“Dr. KPS Pasricha, APIO, Directorate of Animal Husbandry, Punjab; appeared on behalf of the respondent and provided a photocopy of the relevant statement, as desired by Sh. Sandhir.    Sh. Sandhir requested that he be provided along with, a neatly typed version thereof as the one provided was not easily readable to him.

Acceding to the request of Sh. Sandhir, respondent is directed to mail a typed copy of the statement to the applicant-complainant by registered post, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.”


Today, Sh. Sandhir submitted that only handwritten copy, instead of typed one, of the statement of Dr. Avtar Singh has been provided by the respondent while the Commission had directed him to supply me a duly typed copy of the same.   Respondent, however, stated that they do not have any arrangements for the typing work as theirs is a clinic and medical and para-medical staff is posted there.


However, on the insistence of the complainant, respondent agreed to manage a typed copy of the relevant statement of Dr. Avtar Singh and to deliver the same in the office of the Commission on Monday, the 25th March, 2013 for onward collection by Sh. Sandhir the next day i.e. 26th March, 2013, during office hours.


Both the parties consented and stated that they had no objection if the matter was disposed of.


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









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  21.03.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manjit Singh,

House No. 289, Phase 3-A,

Mohali 


   




 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Division No. 2,

Mohali





        

 
…Respondent

CC- 3818/12
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Anil Kumar, SDO; and Dilbagh Singh, Superintendent.


In the present case, Sh. Manjit Singh, vide an undated application had sought from the respondent the following information:  -

1.
The particulars including date and purpose regarding expenditure out of the amount received from the Municipal Corporation under Tender No. 5759 and 5763 dated 27.08.2012 for Replacement of Machinery of water Works, Kajauli Phase 2; and Supply of Service Valves etc. Phase 1 from Water Works Kajauli to Water Works, Sector 39, Chandigarh;

2.
Copies of relevant vouchers / bills and other related documents;

3.
To which firm this amount was paid, along with date and purpose;

4.
Amount received from the Chandigarh Municipal Corporation and balance, if any; 

5.
Copies of utilisation certificates pertaining to the amount received from the Chandigarh Municipal Corporation;

6.
Was the above said amount received from the Chandigarh Municipal Corporation spent for any other purpose too?  If yes, details;

7.
The account of receipt, expenses and balance amount, out of the above said receipts from the Chandigarh Municipal Corporation.


Respondent, vide Memo. No. 8469 dated 19.11.2012 had provided the same. 


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


When the case was taken up for hearing on 05.02.2013, the complainant was not present nor had any communication been received from him.   Sh. Gurparkash Singh, SDO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had stated that complete information has already been mailed to the complainant by registered post, on 20.01.2013.


Today again, the respondents reiterated their earlier stand of having provided the complete information to the complainant per registered post.


Complainant is not present today nor was he present in the earlier hearing.   Nothing to the contrary has been heard from him.   Seemingly, he is satisfied with the information provided.


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


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  21.03.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. H.S. Hundal,

No. 3402, Sector 71,

Mohali


        

     



…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Division No. 3,

Mohali





2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Division No. 3,

Mohali





    
        …Respondents
AC- 1695/12
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondents: Sh. Bahadur Singh, Superintendent.


In the instant case, 
vide application dated 13.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. HS Hundal had sought information on five points relating to Joginder Singh, JE who remained posted at Mohali.


First appeal with the First Appellate Authority had been filed on 16.10.2012 whereas the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 21.11.2012.


In the hearing dated 05.02.2013, Sh. Surjit Singh, SDE came present on behalf of the respondents.  Sh. Hundal had stated that part information was still pending.

Today, Sh. Bahadur Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered written acknowledgement from Sh. Hundal regarding receipt of complete information, which is taken on record. 


A similar communication dated 19.03.2013 has been received from Sh. Hundal as well.


Since complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant stands provided, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.

 







    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  21.03.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Karandeep Singh

7, Indira Market,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3

        


     


…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana 





2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana




    
        …Respondents

AC- 1766/12

Order

Present:
None for the parties.

In another case between the same parties, Sh. Karandeep Singh, the appellant; and Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana had appeared on behalf of the respondents, before this Bench yesterday, when both the parties had agreed for adjournment of this case to 09.05.2013.


Ordered accordingly.


To come up on 09.05.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  21.03.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Karandeep Singh

7, Indira Market,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3

        


     


…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana 





2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana




    
        …Respondents

AC- 1767/12

Order

Present:
None for the parties.

In another case between the same parties, Sh. Karandeep Singh, the appellant; and Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana had appeared on behalf of the respondents, before this Bench yesterday, when both the parties had agreed for adjournment of this case to 09.05.2013.


Ordered accordingly.


To come up on 09.05.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  21.03.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Kusum w/o Sh. Kewal Kumar,

House No.  2602, Urban Estate Phase II,

Patiala.







 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Budhlada (Mansa)






 …Respondent

CC- 116/13
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Kewal Kumar


For the respondent: Sh. Rupinder Bal, Tehsildar.


In this case, vide application dated 29.10.2012, Ms. Kusam had sought to know from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa if any enquiry was conducted and case registered against the guilty persons, pursuant to her application dated 23.07.2012 regarding execution of sale deeds by Sh. Darshan Kumar son of Sh. Mouli Ram, after the execution of sale deed no. 1414 dated 08.06.1994 regarding Khasra No. 314 of Boha 1st and 288 & 289 of Boha 2nd.    She had further sought the present status of her application dated 23.07.2012.


The application of the applicant had been transferred by the PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa to the Tehsildar, Budhlada vide Memo. No. 3056 dated 07.11.2012, in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Tehsildar, Budhlada, vide Memo. no. 539 dated 23.11.2012 had provided the information as received from the office Kanungo, office of Tehsildar, Budhlada.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 18.12.2012.


When the case came up for hearing on 05.02.2013, it transpired that though the status of the complaint made by the applicant-complainant on 23.07.2012 had been communicated by the respondent, vide Memo. No. 96 dated 04.02.2013, a copy whereof had also been placed on record, the complainant lamented that he had not been specifically apprised if any enquiry had been got conducted on his complaint and the outcome of the same.   Respondent-PIO was directed accordingly.

Sh. Rupinder Bal, Tehsildar, came present and presented a letter no. 177 dated 19.03.2013 addressed to the applicant-complainant, annexing therewith a copy of letter no. 158 dated 13.03.2013 addressed by the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Budhlada to the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa.  Perusal of the communication indicates that the matter involving a number of complaints including the one dated 23.07.2012 submitted by the complainant, had been investigated / enquired into by the SDM, Budhlada and his report has been made available to the complainant. 

Sh. Kewal Kumar, present on behalf of the complainant, agitated that even perusal of the document provided to him today does not deal with the core issue of his query in the RTI application viz-a-viz the enquiry, if any, got conducted pursuant to application / complaint dated 23.07.2012 regarding execution of sale deeds by Sh. Darshan Kumar son of Sh. Mouli Ram, after the execution of sale deed no. 1414 dated 08.06.1994 regarding Khasra No. 314 of Boha 1st and 288 & 289 of Boha 2nd and the outcome of such an enquiry. 


The contention of the complainant has substance and needs to be looked into and replied suitably.   As such, the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa whom the complaint in question made by the present applicant-complainant on 23.07.2012, was addressed, is directed to get a fresh and specific enquiry conducted into the complaint dated 23.07.2012 submitted by Ms. Kusum, in accordance with law; and make a copy of the relevant report to the applicant-complainant, preferably within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.   Needless to add, a copy of this report shall also be placed on the records of the Commission as well.  


Adjourned to 07.05.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  21.03.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

The Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.



(REGISTERED)

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  21.03.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Krishan Kumar,

Shauraya Mohalla,

Nawan Shahr



   


 …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Nawanshahr

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Executive Officer,


Municipal Council,


Nawanshahr.

3.
Executive Engineer,


PWD (B&R) Provincial Division,


Nawanshahr.





        
 …Respondents
CC- 2031/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Krishan Kumar in person.


For respondent No. 1: Sh. Shiv Kumar, DRO, Nawanshahr



For respondent No. 2: Sh. Akshay Kumar, Jr. Asstt. 



None for respondent No. 3.


In the case in hand, the present complaint had been filed with the Commission by Sh. Krishan Kumar, received in its office on 19.07.2012 stating that incomplete information had been provided by the respondent No. 1, in response to his application dated 02.05.2012 seeking information on 7 points under the RTI Act, 2005 whereby he had sought information pertaining to Shankar Rakesh Cinema.  Respondent No. 1, vide its communication no. 5198 dated 16.05.2012, had provided information on 5 points and for the information on remaining two points, a copy of the letter dated 16.05.2012 had been endorsed to the Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Nawanshahr along with a copy of the application submitted by Sh. Krishan Kumar, to provide the information to the applicant direct.


Since the matter was being unduly dragged and despite lapse of over nine months, complete information had not been provided to Sh. Krishan Kumar, the complainant, compensation to the tune of Rs. 1,500/- (Rupees One Thousand Five Hundred) had been awarded to him vide order dated 05.02.2013 directing payment of the same by the Public Authority – Respondent No. 1, within a month’s time.   

 
The direction of the Commission has not been complied with, coupled with the fact that no appearance was put in on behalf of Respondent No. 1 in the hearings on 29.11.2012, 08.01.2013 and 05.02.2013 despite specific knowledge of the pendency of the case.   To worsen the matters, the representative of respondent No. 1 kept on arguing that they had been penalized for no fault of theirs and was adamant to halt further reasoning.    In the interest of justice, however, another opportunity is afforded to Respondent No. 1 to carry out the directions of the Commission, in letter and spirit, forthwith. 

The matter has been discussed at quite some length today in the presence of both the parties.   It has come on record that all the three co-owners of Shankar Rakesh Cinema had sought permission from the Deputy Commissioner, Nawanshahr to demolish the building of the theatre having been rendered unsafe for occupation which was granted and the building was demolished.


It has been brought to the notice of the Commission that now, a number of shops etc. have come up on the site of the cinema hall.   As such, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Nawanshahr is directed to present a copy of the application submitted by the owners of the site seeking approval of layout plan for carrying out construction on the site, after demolition of the theatre. 


The contention of the applicant-complainant is whether a Deputy Commissioner of a district is competent to do so or not.   In the circumstances, the Deputy Commissioner, Nawanshahr is directed to communicate to the Commission, under his own signature, the relevant rule(s) / regulation(s) / statute(s) which confer such an authority on the Deputy Commissioner.   A photocopy the relevant provision of the same should also be sent along.   A clear version stating the facts be submitted on the next date fixed.  

To come up on 14.05.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  21.03.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

The Deputy Commissioner,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar (Nawanshahr)
For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  21.03.2013



State Information Commissioner

