                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

Vigilance Citizen Forum,

House No. 3344, 

Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141003.






…Appellant


Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.


2. The First Appellate Authority,

    Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




…Respondent


           AC No. 34 of 2013



Present:

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, the appellant.



Shri Harmit Singh Clerk, office of the Improvement Trust, 
                                    Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER:



At the last date of hearing of this case on 3.7.2014 Shri Jatinder Singh, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, came present and has submitted a copy of letter dated 30.6.2014 which was taken on record. The respondent had submitted that a copy of this letter had also been sent to the appellant. The PIO had also submitted that complete information had been provided to the appellant and that there had been delay in supply of a small part of the information relating to amount of penalty recovered and recoverable for delay in completion of the work and the same now stood supplied to the appellant. The PIO had further submitted that the delay was not intentional and he had also tendered unqualified apology for the same. The appellant was not present, therefore as a last opportunity to the appellant to raise his objection, if any; the case was adjourned for today.


Today the appellant states that he has been provided information vide letter dated 19.5.2014 and vide letter dated 30.6.2014. The appellant states that the position regarding amount of penalty recoverable and recovered varies in both these
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letters. The appellant states that vide letter dated 19.5.2014 the PIO has stated that the penalty has not been recovered as it was not recoverable whereas vide letter dated 30.6.2014, the PIO has stated that penalty in the case of the 3 projects has been imposed. The appellant further states that he has been provided information relating to 9 projects instead of 10 projects as mentioned in his RTI request. The PIO is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing to provide response regarding the submission of the appellant. 




To come up on 28.10.2014 at 11.00 AM.




                                      (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

Dated: 25.8.2014.


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

Vigilance Citizen Forum,

House No. 3344, 

Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141003.






…Appellant


Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.


2. The First Appellate Authority,

    Municipal Corporation,

    Ludhiana.







…Respondent


AC No. 36 of 2013

 Present:

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, the appellant.

None on behalf of the respondent Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, formerly ATP, Zone-A, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana now posted as ATP, Municipal Corporation, Moga.

ORDER:

                    

 In compliance of the order of this Commission dated 3.7.2014, Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai earlier posted as ATP, Zone-A, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and now posted as ATP, Municipal Corporation, Moga came present. Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai has stated that he has been transferred from Ludhiana to Moga. Shri Ghai has filed written submission in compliance of the order of this Commission dated 3.7.2014 which is taken on record. A copy of this written submission has also been provided by the above named officer to the appellant at the time of hearing. The appellant states that he has filed the written submission dated 20.5.2014  and till date no response has been provided by the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. The PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is not present. Therefore the PIO Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP, Headquarters, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing and is also directed to file written response regarding the written submission of the appellant dated 20.5.2014. Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP, Municipal Corporation, Moga shall also be personally present at the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 28.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M.




                                         (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

Dated: 25.8.2014.


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

CC:

                     

              1. 
A copy of the above order is sent to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana with the directions that the presence of Smt.Kamalajit Kaur, ATP, Headquarter, be ensured on 28.10.2014 at 11.00 AM in this Commission. 

   2.
A copy is sent to Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, Assistant Town Planner, 

                        Municipal Corporation, Moga for necessary action.


    3.
A copy is sent to Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, Assistant Town Planner, 
                        Headquarter,Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana for information and 
                        necessary action.

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kamaljit Singh,

                   Advocate

Son of S. Jai Pal Singh,

House No. 2226/12, 

Street No. 2, 

Opp. Civil City Office, Chander Nagar,

Ludhiana.                              





…Appellant


Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

     Office of Chief Medical Officer,

      Ludhiana.

2.   First Appellate Authority,

      Chief Medical Officer, 

      Ludhiana.



                                  …Respondent

Appeal Case No.1853 of 2013

Date of hearing: 25.8.2014

Date  of decision:25.8.2014
Public authority: Chief Medical Officer, Ludhiana.

Present:
None on behalf of the appellant.

Dr.Pardeep Sharma and Shri Ajay Kumar Assistant Office of Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



In compliance of the order of this Commission dated 3.7.2014, the respondent has filed a copy of letter dated 5.8.2014 which is taken on record.  The respondent submits that a copy of this letter has also been sent to the appellant through post. The appellant is not present, however, written submission has been received from him which has been diarized in this Commission vide No. 18830 dated 22.8.2014. In this submission, the appellant has stated that on 18.11.2013, the PIO has given point-wise reply but has deliberately and intentionally given incomplete and vague information just to get rid of his application dated 7.5.2013. The appellant has also prayed for payment of 
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compensation for not providing the complete information and has asked for exemption from hearing. The respondent submits that vide letter dated 25.6.2013 response regarding RTI request of the appellant was provided in time. Subsequently vide letter dated 18.11.2013, point-wide information was also sent to the appellant. The respondent submits that information as available in record has been provided. 
                        In view of the submission of the respondent that information as available in the record has been provided to the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed. 






            (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.8.2014                                     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurbax Singh son of S.Bakhat Singh

House No. 16-C, Dr.Kitchlu Nagar,

Rajpura Civil Lines,

Ludhiana-141001









     …Appellant


Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.


2. First Appellate Authority,

Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.                                     



    …Respondent



AC No. 1638 of 2013

Present:
Shri Gurbax Singh appellant.



Shri Santosh Kumar, ASI on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

                      The appellant states that he has received the demanded information except copies of Zimni reports and copy of the opinion of the DA (Legal). The respondent submits that copy of opinion of D.A(Legal) is not available in his record and copies of Zimni reports cannot be provided under Section 172 (3) of the Criminal Procedure Code. The appellant states that the matter has already been investigated by the Police, the challan has been submitted in the court of JMIC, Ludhiana and as per the decision of the larger bench of this Commission in the Appeal Case No. 996 of 2012 decided on October 23, 2013 the Daily Dairy Reports (Zimni) pertaining to FIR mentioned in his RTI request should have been supplied.
                             In view of submission of the appellant, the PIO is directed to provide copies of the Daily Dairy Reports (Zimni) within four weeks time. As regard copy of opinion of DA (Legal), the PIO is directed to inform the appellant about the above stated position in writing.  
 

To come up on 28.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M 

 





(NARINDERJIT Singh)

Dated: 25.8.2014                              State Information Commissioner                   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Arun Garg S/O Sh. Sham Lal Gaarg,

40-41 Central Town Village Dad,

PO: Lalton,

Distt. Ludhiana.

                             





…Appellant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,




… Respondent.

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).

FAA: Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).

Appeal Case No. 1508 of 2014

Date of hearing: 25.8.2014

Date  of decision:25.8.2014
Public authority: Senior Superintendent of Police, SAS Nagar.
Present: -
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Pawandeep Singh, ASI, office of SSP, Mohali, on behalf of the 

                        respondent.


ORDER:
 

At the last date of hearing on 3.7.2014, the respondent had filed written reply vide letter 2.7.2014. The respondent had submitted that a copy of the written reply has also been sent to the appellant. The appellant was not present, therefore, as a last opportunity to the appellant to raise his objection if any, the case was adjourned for today. Today again the appellant is not present; however, a letter has been received from him mentioning that he has not received any response from the respondent. The respondent submits that response was provided to the appellant vide letter dated   2.7.2014  and again vide letter dated 23.8.2014. The respondent further submits that information sought by the appellant relates to 3rd party and the same cannot be supplied as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. The respondent submits that this position has clearly been intimated to the appellant. 
                        In view of the submission of the respondent the case is disposed of and closed.





       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.8.2014

            State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chhatriwala) S/O

Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No.306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,




… Respondent.

Office of the Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar.

Complaint Case No. 1254 of 2014

Date of hearing: 25.8.2014

Date  of decision:25.8.2014
Public authority: Commissioner Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar. 
Present: -                     None on behalf of the complainant.


                        Shri Nirmal Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of    

                                    Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar.
ORDER:
 

At the last date of hearing on 3.7.2014, the respondent had filed written reply which was taken on record. The respondent had submitted that a copy of the written reply had already been sent to the complainant. The complainant was not present, therefore, as a last opportunity to the complainant to raise his objection if any; the case was  adjourned for today. Today again the complainant is not present. The respondent submits that till date the complainant has not raised any objection regarding written reply.
                         In view of the submission of the respondent the case is disposed of and closed.






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.8.2014

            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chhatriwala) S/O

Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No.306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,




… Respondent.

Office of the Commissioner,

Faridkot Division,

Faridkot.

Complaint Case No. 1255 of 2014

Date of hearing: 25.8.2014

Date  of decision:25.8.2014
Public authority: Commissioner, Faridkot Division, Faridkot.
Present: - None on behalf of the complainant.


    Shri Jaskaran Singh, Junior Assistant, office of Deputy Commissioner, 


    Faridkot.

ORDER:
 

At the last date of hearing on 3.7.2014, the respondent had filed written reply which was taken on record. The respondent had submitted that a copy of the written reply had already been sent to the complainant. The complainant was not present, therefore, as a last opportunity to the complainant to raise his objection if any; the case was  adjourned for today. Today again the complainant is not present. The respondent submits that till date the complainant has not raised any objection regarding written reply. 
                    In view of the submission of the respondent the case is disposed of and closed.






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.8.2014

            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kulwinder Singh,

S/O Sh. Rajinder Singh,

House No. 2510, Street No. 7,

Near Gurudwara, 

Ludhiana.

                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the District Education Officer (Schools),

 Ludhiana.

.






                  …Respondent.

Complaint Case No.752 of 2014

Present: -
Shri S.K.Bansal, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent
ORDER:
The PIO is not present, however written submission dated 14.8.2014 has been received in this Commission. The PIO is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing. 
To come up on 28.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M.







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.8.2014

            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan S/O

Late Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President, Anti Corruption Council,

Opp: Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.                 

              …Appellant..






Versus

The Public Information Officer,




… Respondent.

Office of the Executive Engineer,

W/S and Sanitation  Division,

Moga.

FAA: Office of the Superintending Engineer,

W/S & Sanitation, Division,

Faridkot.

Appeal Case  No. 1288 of 2014

Date of hearing: 25.8.2014

Date  of decision:25.8.2014
Public authority:Executive Engineer, Water Supply & Sanitation, Faridkot.
Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Kuldeep Singh Bhatti, SDO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



At the last date of hearing on 17.7.2014, the respondent had filed written reply which was taken on record. The respondent had submitted that a copy of the written reply had already been sent to the complainant. The complainant was not present, therefore, as a last opportunity to the complainant to raise his objection if any; the case was  adjourned for today. Today again the complainant is not present. The respondent submits that till date the complainant has not raised any objection regarding written reply. 
                         In view of the submission of the respondent the case is disposed of and closed.







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.8.2014

            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan S/O

Late Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President, Anti Corruption Council,

Opp: Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.                 

           ... Appellant..






Versus

The Public Information Officer,




… Respondent.

Office of the Executive Engineer,

W/S and Sanitation Division No.1,

Jalandhar.

FAA: Office of the Superintending Engineer,

W/S & Sanitation, Division,

Jalandhar.

Appeal Case  No. 1293 of 2014

Date of hearing: 25.8.2014

Date  of decision:25.8.2014
Public authority:Executive Engineer, Water Supply & Sanitation Division, No. 1 

                           Jalandhar.
Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Prem Lal Saini, SDE, Water Supply & Sanitation, Division No. 1, 

                       Jalandhar. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



The respondent has filed written reply vide letter dated 22.8.2014. the respondent submits that information demanded by the appellant has already been supplied to him. The respondent has produced a copy of letter addressed to the appellant on which the appellant has put his signatures regarding receipt of the information.  The appellant is not present. 
                    In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.8.2014

            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mahinder Singh

S/o Shri Hazara Singh

R/o Village Khansha,

Post Office Aehron Kalan,

Block Bhunerheri, 

District Patiala.






…Appellant





Versus

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

Appeal Case No. 259 of 2014
Present:-
Shri Mohinder Singh appellant.



Shri Gurdev Singh, Superintendent, office of BDPO, Bhunerheri at Patiala 

                        on behalf of the respondent.

order:

The respondent submits that information asked for by the appellant is available with the CDPO, Bhunerheri. The respondent submits that letter has also been sent to the CDPO for providing the information. The appellant states that he has filed his RTI request with the PIO, SDM, Patiala and till date the information has not been provided to him. Accordingly the PIO, SDM, Patiala along with Child Development & Project Officer, Bhunerheri at Patiala, are directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing. 

                         To come up on 28.10.2014 at 11.00 AM







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.8.2014

            State Information Commissioner
CC:  A copy is sent to the Child Development & Project Officer, Bhunerheri, at Patiala for 

         information & necessary action. 
                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Gagandeep Kaur D/O Sh. Balwinder Singh,

VPOL Mehilan Chownk,Tehsil: Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur.

                             





                   …Complainant..






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Executive Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation  Division ,

Malerkotla.








                               …Respondent.

Complaint Case  No. 1121 of 2014

Date of hearing: 25.8.2014

Date  of decision:25.8.2014
Public authority: Executive Engineer, Water Supply & Sanitation Division, Malerkotla.
Present:
Ms.Gagandeep Kaur, the complainant.



Shri Deepak Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


The respondent has filed a copy of letter dated 22.4.2013. The respondent submits that information demanded by the complainant has already been sent to her. The complainant states that she has not received the copy of the letter dated 22.4.2013. The respondent has provided another copy of the information to the complainant at the time of hearing. The complainant has expressed her satisfaction regarding provision of information.
                          Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed.







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:25.8.2014

            State Information Commissioner

