STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Neelam Jain,

w/o Shri Pawan K. Jain, Ex-M.C.

# 1548/9, Gali Malkasan,

Jandiala Guru,
Distt. Amritsar.                                                          


…Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, 
Roopnagar.  








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2172 of 2013
Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 



For the respondent: Sh. Ashok Kumar, EO

Mrs. Neelam Jain, complainant, vide RTI application dated 02.03.2013           addressed to the respondent-PIO, sought information pertaining to her father late Shri Dharamvir son of Sh. Laxman Dass Jain who had been working in the Municipal Council, Roopnagar as Chungi (Octroi) Clerk and died during the service, in the year 1973.   She sought to know the period e.g. number of years Shri Dharamvir, her late father, had worked as such.  

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 05.06.2013.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

It is observed that very simple information has been sought by the applicant-complainant and Sh. Ashok Kumar, Executive Officer-PIO admits that no information has been provided to her till date.


It is noted that it is well over four months and a half when the application for information was made by the applicant and no response whatsoever has been sent to her by the respondent.   Such an approach of the respondent-PIO is clearly against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005 and cannot be viewed lightly in any circumstances.

 
As such, Sh. Ashok Kumar, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Ropar 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 be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.   He is further called upon to show cause, in terms of Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 as to why disciplinary action against him under the service rules applicable to him be not recommended and initiated for the lackadaisical approach adopted by him while dealing with the matter.   Besides, he will also show cause as to why the applicant-complainant be not suitably compensated for the detriments suffered by her in getting the information under the RTI Act, 2005, as envisaged under Section 19(8)(b) of the Act. 


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 07.08.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 
Copy to:

Sh. Ashok Kumar,
(REGISTERED)
Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Ropar.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Tarsem Jindal 

S/o Shri Kastoor Chand,

r/o Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101.                                                                    

…Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.                                                                                       
…Respondent            
Complaint Case No. 2202 of 2013
Order
Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Pushpinder Sood, Jr. Asstt. from the office of Tehsildar, Kharar.

None on behalf of Tehsildar, Dera Bassi.

Shri Tarsem Jindal, complainant, vide RTI application dated 08.05.2013 addressed to the Respondent-PIO, sought certain information pertaining to audit reports of audit conducted by the Audit Party of Accountant General, Punjab and Internal District Inquiry Branch from H.R.A. Branch during the year 2011-12 & 2012-13 relating to Sub Registrar, Kharar and Sub Registrar, Dera Bassi. 

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 14.06.2013.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

Copy of endst. no. 1145 dated 04.07.2013 has been received from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Mohali addressed to the Tehsildar, Kharar; and Tehsildar, Dera Bassi calling upon them to provide the relevant information to Sh. Jindal and to appear before the Commission today.


Sh. Pushpinder Sood, present from the office of Tehsildar, Kharar submitted that the requisite information has already been provided to the applicant-complainant vide endst. No. 151 dated 12.07.2013.   Complainant, vide his communication dated 15.07.2013 has acknowledged receipt of the said information terming the same to be satisfactory.   However, he has informed the Commission that the relevant information from the office of Tehsildar, Dera Bassi has not so far been provided.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of Tehsildar nor has any communication been received from him.   Such an approach on his part is clearly against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005 and cannot be viewed lightly in any circumstances.

 
As such, Sh. Mandeep Singh Dhillon, Tehsildar, Dera Bassi (Distt. Mohali) 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 be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.   He is further called upon to show cause, in terms of Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 as to why disciplinary action against him under the service rules applicable to him be not recommended and initiated for the lackadaisical approach adopted by him while dealing with the matter.   Besides, he will also show cause as to why the applicant-complainant be not suitably compensated for the detriments suffered by her in getting the information under the RTI Act, 2005, as envisaged under Section 19(8)(b) of the Act. 


In addition to the written reply, Sh. Dhillon 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. 

Tehsildar, Dera Bassi 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.

Tehsildar, Kharar is exempted from further appearance in this case since the requisite information available in his office already stands provided to the applicant-complainant.


Adjourned to 07.08.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 
Copy to:

Sh. Mandeep Singh Dhillon,
(REGISTERED)
Tehsildar,

Dera Bassi,

(Distt. Mohali)

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sujan Singh,

# 297, Adarsh Nagar,

Naya Gaon, 
Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Ajitgarh.                                                                            
…Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O Executive Officer,
Notified Area Committee,
Naya Gaon, 
Tehsil Kharar,
Distt. Mohali.                                                                                 
…Respondent               
Complaint Case No. 2217 of 2013
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Sujan Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Executive Officer.

Shri Sujan Singh, complainant, vide RTI application dated 11.04.2013         addressed to the respondent-PIO, sought certain information on 20 points pertaining to Safai Karamcharis in the Notified Area Committee, Naya Gaon, District Mohali.  

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 17.06.2013.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

Today, the complainant Sh. Sujan Singh stated that he has been provided incomplete, partial and incorrect information by the respondent.   He further prayed for imposition of penalty


In the interest of justice, another opportunity is afforded to the respondent-PIO – Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Naya Gaon (Distt. Mohali) 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, for its perusal.


Adjourned to 07.08.2013 at 11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 
Copy to:

Sh. Sarabjit Singh,
(REGISTERED)
Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Naya Gaon,

Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anil Kumar s/o Shri Darshan Lal,

# 4357, Street Sunder Ashram,

Fazilka      
                                                                                         …Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O Headmaster,

S.D. High School, 
Fazilka.                                                                                                 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.  2219  of 2013
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Anil Kumar in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Dinesh Sharma, Headmaster.

Shri Anil Kumar, complainant vide an RTI application dated 23.02.2013 addressed to the respondent-PIO, sought the following information on four points pertaining to service of applicant who was appointed as Maths Master in the above school in the year 1993 & is working as such till date:-

(a)
Attested copies of attendance register regarding attendance of applicant from the year 2000 to till date; 

(b)
Attested copies of all pages of service book of the applicant;

(c)
Attested copies of leave application moved by the applicant during the period January, 2007 to December, 2012;

(d)
Attested copies of Pay Fixation Performa for the year 2006. 
PIO, vide letter No. SDHS/206 dated 02.03.2013, demanded Rs. 1,900/- as additional documents charges and postal expenses. The applicant-complainant sent a demand draft of Rs. 450/- vide letter dated 25.03.2013.  PIO, vide letter No. SDHS/230 dated 22.04.2013 demanded balance amount of Rs. 1,450/- from the complainant. 


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 17.06.2013.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

Sh. Dinesh Sharma, appearing on behalf of the respondent, admitted that the S.D. High School, Fazilka is a government aided school.   He, however, was ignorant about the designation of a Public Information Officer in the school as envisaged under the RTI Act, 2005.  Sh. Sharma, being the Head of the Institution, is directed to get the relevant particulars of the Public Information Officer; and the First Appellate Authority displayed prominently on the office notice board for the general public so that no one is inconvenienced on this count.


In the interest of justice, another opportunity is afforded to the respondent-PIO – Sh. Dinesh Sharma, Headmaster, S.D. High School, Fazilka 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, for its perusal.


Adjourned to 07.08.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 
Copy to:

Sh. Dinesh Sharma,

(REGISTERED)
Headmaster,

S.D. High School,

Fazilka 

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh, 
Plot No. 40,

Village Bholapur, 
P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, 
Ludhiana.       
                                                                                …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Additional  State  Transport Commissioner, Punjab,
Sector 17-C, 
Chandigarh.                                                            

…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1355 of 2013
Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Tejinder Singh in person.



For the respondents: Sh. Bhupinder Singh, ADTO, Bathinda.

Shri Tejinder Singh, Appellant, vide RTI application dated 19.02.2013, addressed to Respondent no. 1, sought the following information on six points pertaining to Learner License, Driving License, New R.C Test of Driving License etc.:-

1.
For the Learning License the medical is being got done by the Licensing Authority under Section 5(2) of the Motor Vehicles Act on Form 1. Please intimate that the medical is being done by the Doctor sitting in the Suvidha Centre or the candidate can get his medical done from any authorized doctor. If medical is being done by the doctor sitting in the Suvidha Centre, whether he is MBBS, intimate his name and experience;

2.
Test conducted by the Licensing Authority for Learning License during 1st January, 2013 to 20th February, 2013 in which how many candidates passed or failed in this test. Provide copies of papers of failed candidates. How many Learning License were made during this period and details of kinds of licenses?

3.
How many candidates applied for learning license during 1st January, 2013 to 20th February, 2013 and how many passed or failed in the identification test;

4.
Please intimate how may Pucca (Regular) licenses were prepared during the period from 1st January, 2013 to 20th February, 2013;

5.
Please intimate that in the new RC how many commercial and non-commercial vehicles were issued numbers from 1st January, 2013 to 20th February, 2013. Out of them how many vehicles were registered after 30 days, provide their detail and copies of the documents?

6.
Please provide details of Fitness Certificates / Passing Orders of commercial vehicles issued by the MVI.  

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter dated 19.03.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 11.06.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

Today, the complete requisite information has been provided to the applicant-appellant by Sh. Bhupinder Singh, present on behalf of the respondents, vide endorsement no. 2036 dated 22.07.2013 who, upon perusal thereof, expressed his satisfaction over it.


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh, 
Plot No. 40,

Village Bholapur, 
P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, 
Ludhiana.       
                                                                                …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Additional  State  Transport Commissioner, Punjab,
Sector 17-C, 
Chandigarh.                                                            

…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1356  of 2013
Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Tejinder Singh in person.

For the respondents: Sh. J.S. Brar, Deputy State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

Shri Tejinder Singh, Appellant, vide RTI application dated 08.03.2013 addressed to Respondent no. 1, sought certain information on five points pertaining to Transport Society:-

1.
Provide details of the money lying in the accounts of the Punjab Transport Society and also intimate the source of the money;

2.
How much money is paid to the Contractor for providing employees to the Punjab Transport Society and also intimate the procedure for appointment of a Contractor? Provide photo copies of the newspapers in which advertisement for Contractor was made;

3.
Provide certified copies of the certificates of educational qualification/experience of employees working in DTO offices in the Punjab under this Society and also intimate the names and procedure for their recruitment;

4.
How much money of this Society has been spent by the DTOs / RTOs? Give district-wise detail and inform where this amount was spent.  Also provide copies of Vouchers and Bills regarding the work sent to the Government;

5.
Please intimate as to who maintains the accounts of the Society. What is its code?   Also provide income and expenditure of the Society.


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 08.04.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 11.06.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

Today, Sh. J.S. Brar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered copy of endorsement no. 12589 dated 05.07.2013 whereby the requisite information has been provided to Sh. Tejinder Singh, the appellant, against his written acknowledgement dated 09.07.2013.    The appellant who is present personally during the hearing confirmed the same.


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










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh, 
Plot No. 40,

Village Bholapur, 
P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, 
Ludhiana.       
                                                                                …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Additional  State  Transport Commissioner, Punjab,
Sector 17-C, 
Chandigarh.                                                            

…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1357 of 2013
Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Tejinder Singh in person.

For the respondents: Sh. J.S. Brar, Deputy State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

Shri Tejinder Singh, vide RTI application dated 08.03.2013, addressed to Respondent no. 1, sought the following information on two points pertaining to DTO office, Ropar, Fatehgarh Sahib and Ferozepur:-

1.
Please intimate the name and designation (for example E-1, E-2) of the Superintendent and Clerk of the Establishment Branch who deals with complaints of DTO office Ropar, Fatehgarh Sahib and Ferozepur and also intimate how many complaints received from 2010 to 2013 and how many complaints were disposed of and also intimate the concerned DTO office;

2.
Shri Ajit Singh Kohar, Transport Minister, Punjab during the year 2012 made surprise checking in the office of DTO, Fatehgarh Sahib and suspended clerks and ADTO.  Please intimate the name of the suspended employee and copies of the suspension letters and also intimate other reasons given by the Transport Minister for the same.   


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 08.04.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 11.06.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

Today, Sh. J.S. Brar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered copy of endorsement no. 12540 dated 04.07.2013 whereby the requisite information has been provided to Sh. Tejinder Singh, the appellant, against his written acknowledgement dated 09.07.2013.    The appellant who is present personally during the hearing confirmed the same.


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










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nikka Singh 

s/o Sh. Hamir Singh         
                                                                                  

c/o Sh. Harjit Singh Hassapuri,

H. No. 1, Street No. 1

Thalesh Bagh Colony,

Sangrur.                                                                                             …Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O Regional Transport Authority,

Mini Secretariat, 

Patiala.                                                                       


…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1963 of 2013

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. S.M. Bhanot.

For the respondent: Sh. Harmail Singh, Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, holding additional charge of RTA, Patiala.


Shri Nikka Singh, vide RTI application dated 31.12.2012 addressed to the Respondent-PIO, sought the following information: -

“That Regional Transport Authority had sanctioned regular Stage Carriage permits of Mini Buses relating to district Sangrur and Barnala for the period from 01.01.1989 to 30.09.2012. Intimate the names of persons, addresses, details of route etc. pertaining to Regular Stage Carriage permits issued including the number of Regular Stage Carriage permit and the date on which these were issued.   


Subsequently, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 28.05.2013.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 08.07.2013.


During the hearing on 08.07.2013, the perusal of the case file revealed that information running into 23 pages for the districts of Sangrur and Barnala pertaining to Mini buses had been sent by the Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Patiala to the complainant vide letter No. 1104-05 dated 26.06.2013. 


Shri Surinder Bhanot, appearing on behalf of the complainant had stated that though the details of the valid permits had been provided, however since initially more number of permits were issued and some of them were cancelled, so provided information did not contain all the details. 


As such, it was recorded: 

“(i)
Shri Harmail Singh, PIO-cum- Secretary Regional Transport Authority, Patiala was therefore directed to be present on next date of hearing with action taken report/complete records pertaining to RTI application.

(ii)
Further, the RTI application was submitted on 31.12.2012 and information was provided to the complainant on 26.06.2013 after the lapse of over five months. Such an attitude of the respondent PIO was clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.  As such, Sh. Harmail Singh, PIO-cum-Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Patiala was issued a show cause notice to explain in writing delay in providing information by furnishing self attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on him Contrary to the provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act, 2005.

(iii)
In addition to the written reply to be given in the shape of an affidavit, the PIO was also 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.  In case he did not file his written reply and did not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that he had nothing to say and the Commission would proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 

(iv)
PIO was further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings would be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.”


A communication dated 22.07.2013 has been received from the applicant-complainant Sh. Nikka Singh acknowledging receipt of complete information to his satisfaction on 20.07.2013.


Sh. S.M. Bhanot, appearing on behalf of the complainant, however, lamented that the information has been delayed by about seven months which is an inordinate delay and as such, the respondent-PIO be penalized as per the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


During the hearing today, Sh. Harmail Singh, respondent-PIO who has put in appearance as per directions of the Commission, asserted that the information sought by the applicant-complainant Sh. Nikka Singh pertained to the period 01.01.1989 to 30.09.2012 i.e. spread well over 23 years, as such, was voluminous and had to be created; and in the process, the delay was bound to occur and there has been no deliberate or intentional delay on the part of the PIO or any of his officials.


Sh. Harmail Singh went on to add that he, in fact, is posted as Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab at Chandigarh and has also been given additional charge of Regional Transport Authority, Patiala.  


He further submitted that despite the heavy workload he has to cope with, he visits Patiala only once a week and as such, it is just impracticable to follow the matters up pertaining to the office at Patiala and as such, he cannot be held liable for the delay caused in providing the information. 


Apart therefrom, written submissions in response to the show-cause notice have also been made by Sh. Harmail Singh reiterating the assertions made during the hearing today.


The explanation submitted by Sh. Harmail Singh, RTA, Patiala are accepted and the Commission opines that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent or any of his officials for the delay caused in providing the information and no part of it can be termed as deliberate or intentional.


Complete satisfactory information, as communicated by Sh. Nikka Singh, already stands provided to him.


The case is, as such, ordered to be closed and disposed of.


 







Sd/-



Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indra Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3                                                                                       
 …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.                                                                                   …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1124 of 2013

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Karandeep Singh in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh, Supdt. and Surinder Kumar, XEN (Horticulture)



Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon, vide RTI application dated 04.02.2013 addressed to Respondent no. 1, had sought following information:-

1.
Please provide all the information on the number of Parks (Gardens) in   Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, Zone-D.

2.
Please provide all the information on the number of gardeners who look after the Parks (Gardens) in Municipal Corporation, Zone-D.

3.
Please provide all the information on Expenditure incurred on parks (Gardens) per year from 1st January, 2000 till date and also provide total expenditure with all details of horticulture department in the Municipal Corporation Zone-D. 

4.
Please provide all the information on the number of parks (Gardens) handled by the private persons in the Municipal Corporation, Zone-D, if any?

5.
Please provide all the information on the number of cutting trees from the area in Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana Zone-D of MC, Ludhiana. 

6.
Please provide all the information on income from selling of wood by cutting trees by from 1st Jan, 2000 till date (year-wise) in the Municipal Corporation, Zone-D. 

7.
Please provide all the information of purchasing of fertilizer, plants and others maintenance expenditure in horticulture department of Zone-D since 1st January, 2000 till date (year-wise).

8.
Please provide all the information within the meaning of Section 2(F) read with 2(J) of the RTI Act, 2005 available with your office regarding horticulture department.  


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 07.03.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and having no information even thereafter, approached the Commission in second appeal on 15.05.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005  and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 02.07.2013 when it was observed that no information had been supplied to the appellant by respondent PIO – Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, Superintendent, Municipal Corporation, Zone-D, Ludhiana, though he had also treated Shri Surinder Kumar, Assistant Commissioner (Horticulture) as ‘Deemed PIO’ vide letter dated 25.06.2013. 


As such, PIO was directed to provide point wise correct, complete information to appellant within 3 days which would be supplied to him by the Deemed PIO within 3 days.


Commission was further of the view that PIO and Deemed PIO had adopted completely, careless, irresponsible and lackadaisical approach in supplying information.  As such, S/Shri Tajinder Pal Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, MC, Zone-D, Ludhiana; and Surinder Kumar, Deemed PIO-cum-Assistant Commissioner (Horticulture) Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana were issued a show cause notice each under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005. 


They were further directed to ensure their personal presence today along with one spare set of provided information, failing which, it was recorded, further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings could be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


If Respondent-PIO / Deemed PIO were of the considered view that complete information as per record stood supplied, S/Shri Tajinder Pal Singh, Superintendent, House Tax, MC, Zone-D, Ludhiana; and Surinder Kumar, Deemed PIO-cum-Assistant Commissioner (Horticulture), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana were directed to file their respective affidavits duly attested by Magistrate / Notary Public that complete information as available on records of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana pertaining to RTI application of the applicant had been supplied to the appellant.  


Appellant was also advised to be present today, failing which, it was made clear, the case would be heard and decided in his absence.


Today, Sh. Karandeep Singh stated that complete information to his satisfaction has since been provided by the respondents and that the case be disposed of accordingly.


Reply dated 16.07.2013 to the show cause notice issued in the earlier hearing, has been tendered by the respondent-PIO which is taken on record. 


Therefore, in view of the unconditional apology tendered by the respondent-PIO coupled with the statement of the applicant-appellant, the case is ordered to be closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indra Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3                                                                                       
 …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.                                                                                   …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1125 of 2013
Order
Present:
 Appellant Sh. Karandeep Singh in person.

For the respondents: Dr. Charanjit Uppal, Health Officer-PIO

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon, Appellant vide RTI application dated 22.01.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, sought following information:-

1.
Please provide the information on the total number of Sweepers employed for each ward from No.1 to 75 in Ludhiana.

2.
Please provide the information on total number of Temporary Sweepers employed in each ward.  This information is required Ward-wise.

3.
Please provide the information on total number of the permanent Sweeper employed in each Ward. This information is required Ward-wise. 

4.
Please provide the information on total expenditure incurred on Sweepers employed in each Ward. This information is required Ward-wise. 

5.
Please provide the information on the monthly salary given to permanent Sweepers.

6.
Please provide information on the monthly salary given to temporary Sweepers.

7.
Please provide the information of authority who appoints the Sweepers on temporary and permanent basis. 

8.
Please provide information on the appointment of temporary Sweepers are filled by the concerned Councilors or by the office of Commissioner of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

9.
Please provide the information on the salary expenditure of the sweepers temporary and permanent from 1st of January, 2000 till date.   

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority O/O Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana vide letter dated 01.03.2013 and then approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 15.05.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 02.07.2013, when Dr Charanjit Uppal, Health Officer, MC, Ludhiana had stated that the requisite information had been sent to the appellant on 25.03.2013 through Speed Post.  The appellant was advised to peruse the same and point out the discrepancy, if any, to the respondent-PIO within a period of 3 days who would remove the same within a period of another 2 days to the appellant under registered cove / speed post. 


If Respondent-PIO was of the considered view that complete information as per record stood supplied, Dr Charanjit Uppal, respondent-PIO-cum-Health Officer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was directed file an affidavit duly attested by Magistrate / Notary Public that complete information as available on records of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana pertaining to RTI application of the applicant had been supplied to the appellant.   Dr. Uppal was further directed to be personally present today. 


Today, Sh. Karandeep Singh stated that complete information to his satisfaction has since been provided by the respondents and that the case be disposed of accordingly.


Reply in the form of duly sworn affidavit dated 23.07.2013 to the show cause notice issued in the earlier hearing, has been tendered by the respondent-PIO Dr. Charanjit Uppal, which is taken on record. 


In view of the various submissions made by the respondent-PIO coupled with the statement of the applicant-appellant, the case is ordered to be closed and disposed of. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indra Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3                                                                                       
 …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.                                                                                   …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1128 of 2013
Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Karandeep Singh in person.

For the respondents: SSh. Surinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-PIO; and Surinder Kumar, XEN (Horticulture)



Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon, vide RTI application dated 04.02.2013 addressed to Respondent No. 1, sought following information:-

1.
Please provide all the information on the number of Parks (Gardens) in the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, Zone-C.

2.
Please provide all the information on the number of gardeners who look after the Parks (Gardens) in Municipal Corporation, Zone-C.

3.
Please provide all the information on Expenditure incurred on parks (Gardens) per year from 1st January, 2000 till date and also provide total expenditure with all details of horticulture department in the Municipal Corporation Zone-C. 

4.
Please provide all the information on the number of parks (Gardens) handled by the private persons in the Municipal Corporation, Zone-C, if any.

5.
Please provide all the information on the number of cutting trees from the area in Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana Zone-C of MC, Ludhiana. 

6.
Please provide all the information on income from selling of wood by cutting trees by from 1st January, 2000 till date (year-wise) in the Municipal Corporation, Zone-C. 

7.
Please provide all the information of purchasing of fertilizer, plants and others maintenance expenditure in horticulture department of Zone-C since 1st January, 2000 till date (year-wise).

8.
Please provide all the information within the meaning of Section 2(F) read with 2(J) of the RTI Act, 2005 available with your office regarding horticulture department.  


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority – Respondent no. 2 vide letter dated 07.03.2013 and still for having no information, subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 15.05.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 02.07.2013 when, during the hearing, it was observed that the requisite information had been sent by Shri Surinder Kumar, Executive Engineer (Horticulture), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to the appellant on 29.06.2013 through speed post. The appellant was, therefore, advised to peruse the same and to point out discrepancies, if any, to Shri Surinder Kumar, Executive Engineer (Horticulture), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, within 3 days, who would, thereafter, remove the same and provide the remaining information to PIO within next 3 days. PIO-cum-Superintendent Shri Surinder Pal Singh, Municipal Corporation, Zone-C, Ludhiana would ensure the sending the remaining information, if any, to the appellant, within next three days.  

Shri Surinder Pal Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, Municipal Corporation, Zone-C, Ludhiana and Shri Surinder Kumar, Assistant Commissioner, Horticulture, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana were directed to be present today with one spare set of provided information.   


It was further recorded that if the Respondent-PIO and Deemed PIO were of the considered view that complete information as per record stood supplied, they would, today, file their respective affidavits duly attested by Magistrate / Notary Public to this effect.  


Appellant Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon was also advised to represent his case in person or through his authorized representative, today, failing which, it was recorded, ex-parte proceedings would be taken, presuming that he had nothing to state. 


Today, Sh. Karandeep Singh stated that complete information to his satisfaction has since been provided by the respondents and that the case be disposed of accordingly.


Written reply to the show cause notice issued in the earlier hearing, has been tendered by the respondent-PIO, which is taken on record. 


In view of the various submissions made by the respondent-PIO coupled with the statement of the applicant-appellant, the case is ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indra Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3                                                                                       
 …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.                                                                                   …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1134 of 2013
Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Karandeep Singh in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-PIO



Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon, vide RTI application dated 04.02.2013 addressed to respondent No. 1, sought following information:-

1.
Please provide all the information on the number of Business/Commercial activities running in houses under the jurisdiction of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, Zone-C.

2.
Please provide all the information on the nature of business activities running in houses under the jurisdiction of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana Zone-C.

3.
Please provide all the information on the last survey for commercial activities done by the Municipal Corporation Ludhiana – Zone-C, if any.

4.
Please provide certified copies of notices issued to such property owners if any since 1st January, 2000 till date in Zone-C of MC, Ludhiana.

5.
Please provide all the information on names and designations of responsible officers who have not taken any action for business activities running in the houses under the jurisdiction of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana Zone-C. 

6.
Please provide all the information within the meaning of Section 2(f) read with 2(j) or the RTI Act, 2005 available with your office for such property owners in Zone-C, Ludhiana. 

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority – Respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 07.03.2013 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 15.05.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 02.07.2013 when Shri Surinder Pal Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, MC, Zone-C, Ludhiana stated that the requisite information had been duly received by the appellant under his signatures on 20.06.2013.  He also handed over photocopy of supplied information duly acknowledged by the appellant. 


The appellant was, therefore, directed to peruse the provided information and point out the discrepancies, if any, to the respondent-PIO Shri Surinder Pal Singh, who would remove the within a period of 7 days through speed post / registered cover.   Respondent PIO was also directed to be personally present. 


It was further recorded that if the Respondent-PIO was of the considered view that complete information as per record stood supplied, Shri Surinder Pal Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, MC, Zone-C, Ludhiana would, today, file an affidavit duly attested by Magistrate / Notary Public to this effect.  


Appellant was also advised to defend his case personally or through his representative, failing which, it was recorded, ex-parte proceedings would be taken. 


Today, Sh. Karandeep Singh stated that complete information to his satisfaction has since been provided by the respondents and that the case be disposed of accordingly.


Reply in the form of duly sworn affidavit dated 22.07.2013 to the show cause notice issued in the earlier hearing, has been tendered by the respondent-PIO Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, which is taken on record. 


In view of the various submissions made by the respondent-PIO coupled with the statement of the applicant-appellant, the case is ordered to be closed and disposed of. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 

