STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

S/o Late Shri Munshi Ram,

# 1525/1, Street No. 33, 

Preet Nagar, New Shimlapuri, Ludhiana-141003.


Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




Respondent

CC No. 2171 /2008

Present:
Shri  Balbir Aggarwal, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 95/APIO-A/RTI/D, dated 17.4.2008, which was received by the Complainant on 20.5.2008. 

2.

The Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

S/o Late Shri Munshi Ram,

# 1525/1, Street No. 33, 

Preet Nagar, New Shimlapuri, Ludhiana-141003.


Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




Respondent

CC No. 2169 /2008

Present:
Shri  Balbir Aggarwal, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 28.5.2008,  which was received in the office of PIO against Diary No. 166/PIO/RTI dated 28.5.2008. On getting no information,  he sent a reminder on 1.7.2008. Again on getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 8.8.2008 which was received in the Commission on 20.8.2008 against Diary No. 10887. 

2.

The Respondent states that due to rush of work owing to Lok Sabha Elections, the requisite information could not be prepared and requests that the case may be adjourned. 
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3.

It is noted with concern that the application for information was filed with the PIO in May, 2008 and specific information has been asked for. Therefore, it should have been supplied very easily during   the last nine months if proper interest had  been taken. Now at this stage the excuse of Lok Sabha Elections has no significance. Besides, despite the  issuance of instructions to the Municipal Corporation Ludhiana in different cases from time to time and penalizing one senior officer of the Corporation during the year 2006, the Corporation is not at all serious as far as the dealing of RTI applications are concerned. 

4.

Therefore, it is directed that Shri G. S. Ghuman, PCS, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana will appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite information as according to the Respondent present today, no PIO has been posted against Shri Devinder Singh, PCS, since transferred, so far.  

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.3.2009 at 11.00 A.M.  in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri G. S. Ghuman, PCS, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

S/o Late Shri Munshi Ram,

# 1525/1, Street No. 33, 

Preet Nagar, New Shimlapuri, Ludhiana-141003.


Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




Respondent

CC No. 2170 /2008

Present:
Shri  Balbir Aggarwal, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 08.04.2008,  which was received in the office of PIO against Diary No. 124/PIO/RTI dated 08.04.2008. On getting no information,  he sent a reminder on 30.06.2008. Again on getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 8.8.2008 which was received in the Commission on 20.8.2008 against Diary No. 10889. 

2.

The Respondent states that due to rush of work owing to Lok Sabha Elections, the requisite information could not be prepared and requests that the case may be adjourned. 
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3.

It is noted  with concern that the application for information  was filed with the PIO in April, 2008 and specific information has been asked for. Therefore, it  should have been supplied very easily during   the last eleven months if proper interest had  been taken. Now at this stage the excuse of Lok Sabha Elections has no significance. Besides, despite the  issuance of instructions to the Municipal Corporation Ludhiana in different cases from time to time and penalizing one senior officer of the Corporation during the year 2006, the Corporation is not at all serious as far as the dealing of RTI applications are concerned. 

4.

Therefore, it is directed that Shri G. S. Ghuman, PCS, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana will appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite information as according to the Respondent present today, no PIO has been posted against Shri Devinder Singh, PCS, since transferred, so far.  

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.3.2009 at 11.00 A.M.  in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri G. S. Ghuman, PCS, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

S/o Late Shri Munshi Ram,

# 1525/1, Street No. 33, 

Preet Nagar, New Shimlapuri, Ludhiana-141003.


Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




Respondent

CC No. 2172 /2008

Present:
Shri  Balbir Aggarwal, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 08.04.2008,  which was received in the office of PIO against Diary No. 22/PIO/RTI dated 08.04.2008. On getting no information,  he sent a reminder on 30.06.2008. Again on getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 8.8.2008 which was received in the Commission on 20.8.2008 against Diary No. 10888. 

2.

The Respondent states that due to rush of work owing to Lok Sabha Elections, the requisite information could not be prepared and requests that the case may be adjourned. 
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3.

It is noted  with concern that the application for information  was filed with the PIO in April, 2008 and specific information has been asked for. Therefore, it  should have been supplied very easily during  the last eleven months if proper interest had  been taken. Now at this stage the excuse of Lok Sabha Elections has no significance. Besides, despite the  issuance of instructions to the Municipal Corporation Ludhiana in different cases from time to time and penalizing one senior officer of the Corporation during the year 2006, the Corporation is not at all serious as far as the dealing of RTI applications are concerned. 

4.

Therefore, it is directed that Shri G. S. Ghuman, PCS, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana will appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite information as according to the Respondent present today, no PIO has been posted against Shri Devinder Singh, PCS, since transferred, so far.  

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.3.2009 at 11.00 A.M.  in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri G. S. Ghuman, PCS, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri D. P. Jain, Advocate,

52, Feroze Gandhi Market, 

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



 Respondent

CC No. 2157 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that he has no record of this case with him and no official of the Corporation has brought to his notice the facts about this case. 

2.

Since none is present on behalf of the Complainant, one more opportunity is given to him to pursue his case. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21.4.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to have a glimpse of type of working going on in the Corporation. 









Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jatinder Kapoor,

# 757/5, Bachitar Nagar Road,

Phatak No.22, Patiala.






    Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Patiala.




 Respondent

AC No.542/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri Adarsh Singla, S.E.-cum-PIO and Shri Ashok Vij, APIO,    on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 12.2.2009, when it was directed that Shri Adarsh Kumar Singla, present PIO-cum-S.E. will attend the proceedings in the instant case on the next date of hearing alongwith Shri M. M. Syal, former deemed PIO-cum-XEN., Municipal Corporation Patiala.

2.

Accordingly, Shri Adarsh Kumar Singla, PIO-cum-S.E. is present and he states that Shri M. M. Syal, who has since  been transferred to Jalandhar, will not be able to attend the proceedings today as he is busy with the work concerning Lok Sabha Elections. He further states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. RTI/242/2304 dated 20.8.2008. On the perusal of office copy of letter dated 20.8.2008 it is  seen that Shri Jatinder Kapoor has given his remarks against Item No. 5 as under:-

“ Received unattested copy of TP Scheme 14 and incomplete  

  information under protest.”
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From this it is clear that information relating to five points has since been supplied to  the Appellant. 

3.

A fax message has been received from Shri Nishant Rishi, Counsel for the Appellant intimating the Commission that due to pre-occupations in District Courts he cannot attend the hearing today in Chandigarh and has requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date.

4.

On the request of the Counsel for the Appellant, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 02.04.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhwinderjit Singh, 

S/o Shri Karnail Singh,

# A-14, Vikas Colony,

Rajpura Road, Patiala.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Patiala.



 Respondent

CC No.2588/2008

Present:
Shri Sukhwinderjit Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Adarsh Singla, S.E.-cum-PIO and Shri Ashok Vij, APIO,    on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

1.

 The case was last heard on 17.02.2009, when a show-cause notice was issued to  Shri Adarsh Kumar Singla, S. E.-com–PIO,  Municipal Corporation, Patiala for imposing penalty upon him  for failure in supplying the information to the Complainant and awarding compensation to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him and Shri Singla was directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today. 

2.

Accordingly, Shri Adarsh Kumar Singla is present today in the court. He states that the order of the Commission dated 17.2.2009 was received in the office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala on 2.3.2009 but it 
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came to his notice only today in the morning. He further states that Plans demanded by the Complainant are not available. However, he assures the Commission that efforts will be made by him at personal level to trace out the requisite documents required by the Complainant. 

3.

It is directed that the PIO-cum-S.E., Municipal Corporation, Patiala will supply the requisite information to the Complainant within a period of one month otherwise he will file an affidavit to the effect that the requisite information, demanded by the Complainant, is not available in the record of the Corporation.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.04.2009 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

        Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarsem Lal Jain,

# 372-R, Model Town, 

Ludhiana-141 002.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Zonal Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Near Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.2124/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO (Hqrs), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Fax message received from the Complainant that he has not received any response from the PIO of the Zonal Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. It further states that he is 65 years old and his health does not allow him to appear on this date and requests to give him another date and oblige.

2.

The Respondent states that the Complainant filed an application for information with the PIO on 26.4.2008 which is received in the office of PIO vide Receipt No.85/PIO/RTI/R dated 29.4.2008. Shri Tarsem Lal Jain, R/o House
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No.372-R, Model Town, Ludhiana was informed by the PIO, M.C.Ludhiana, vide

 letter No.137/APIO-A/RTI/D, dated 20.6.2008 that the information relates to third party, cannot be supplied and the land-owner has given in writing that the information for the Property No.B-9/1460 and B-9/1460/2 may not be supplied.

3.

On the perusal of the file, it is seen that Shri Tarsem Lal Jain has filed a complaint with the PIO/APIO of the Zonal Commissioner-A, Municipal Corporation, Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana on 27.6.2008 which is received in the O/o PIO/APIO vide  Receipt No.277/PIO/RTI/R, dated 2.7.2008. In the Application dated 27.6.2008, the Complainant has requested that he may be supplied information relating to Property No.B-9/1460 and B-9/1460/2 of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

4.

The PIO/M.C.Ludhiana informed the Complainant vide letter No.179/APIO-A/RTI/D, dated 8.8.2008 that he has been informed earlier, vide letter No.137/APIO-A/RTI/D, dated 20.6.2008 that the information relates to third party, cannot be supplied. He filed complaint with the Commission on 8.9.2008 which is received in the Commission Office on 11.9.2008, diarized as 12335. Notices were issued to both the parties to attend the hearing for today, i.e. 12.3.2009.

5.

Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO brought to the notice of the Commission that the Complainant filed appeal before the First 
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Appellate Authority on 30.5.2008. He further states that the First Appellate

Authority decided the case on 4.3.2009 and the information as available with the PIO/APIO has been supplied in his presence on 4.3.2009. The Complainant Shri Tarsem Lal Jain has signed in this connection that ‘copy received’. The Respondent placed on record the proceedings of First Appellate Authority and the information supplied to the Complainant on 4.3.2009 which is taken on the record file.

6.

Since the requisite information as decided by the First Appellate Authority, has been provided to the Complainant and the Complainant has not brought to the notice of the Commission that he filed appeal with the first Appellate Authority. In future, it is directed that the Complainant/Appellant should give full information to the Court. 

7.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

        Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pardeep Kamal Wadehra, Advocate,

S/o Shri Amar Nath Wadehra,

Chamber No.850, District Court Complex,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.2167/2008

Present:
Mrs.Mamta Kaura, on behalf of her husband Shri Pardeep Kamal Wadehra, Complainant.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO(Hqrs), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Pardeep Kamal Wadehra, Complainant filed an Application with the PIO on 14.7.2008 and asked information on 5 (Five) points from (a) to (e). After getting no response from the PIO, he filed complaint with the Commission on 13.9.2008 which is received in the office of Commission on 18.9.2008 against Diary No.12637. Notices were issued to both the parties to attend the proceedings on 12.3.2009.

2.

Mrs.Mamta Kaura, on behalf of her husband Shri P.K.Wadehra,
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para (a) which is also incomplete and incorrect. She made submission of Court 

case papers in the Court today. On the perusal of the papers made available by Mrs.Mamta Kaura on behalf of the Complainant reveals that House No.B.XVII-349, Dasmesh Street, Bharat Nagar, Ludhiana was divided into two equal shares in the name of their daughters Mrs.Anu Dutta and Mrs.Mamta Wadehra on account of family settlement. Mrs.Mamta Wadehra brought to the notice of the Commission that since 1997, she is getting the Bill of Sewerage and water charges, whereas Mrs. Anu Dutta is not getting any Bill of Sewerage and water charges from Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. She further brought to the notice of the Commission that in the information supplied to her against Item No. (a), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana states that the House of Mrs. Anu Dutta is less than 100 (Hundred) Sq. Yards, so, she is exempted from paying Water and Sewerage charges, whereas the Plot (262 Sq.Yds) was divided equally between two daughters of Mrs.Shyama Kaura,W/o Shri Ganga Bishan Kaura, R/o House No.B-XVII-349, Dasmesh Street, Bharat Nagar, Ludhiana.

3.

Mrs.Mamta Kaura on behalf of the Complainant further states that the owner of the half portion of the said property, i.e. Mrs.Anu Dutta has made some construction for which she has given in writing to the Joint Commissioner, M.C.Ludhiana on 9.6.2008 which was marked to the Building Inspector ‘to inspect the site and report today.’, but no inspection report has been supplied to
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her, though the complaint case was filed on 6.6.2008 in the lower Cort at Ludhiana and the stay was granted by the Lower Court of Ludhiana on 6.6.2008.

4.

In the instant case, M.C.Ludhiana is giving undue favour to Mrs. Anu Dutta, owner of the half-portion by not charging the Water and Sewerage charges. Commissioner, M.C.Ludhiana may direct a enquiry to be conducted by a senior Officer as to how the two Houses of the same size, one is getting Water & Sewerage charges and other is exempted simply on the plea that other portion is of 100 sq. yds., it is also directed that the information as per demand of the Complainant dated 14.7.2008 may also be supplied and copy of the enquiry to be conducted be supplied to the Commission and one copy is sent to the Complainant within a period of one month.

5.

The Respondent brings to the notice of the Commission that the most of the staff is engaged on election duty. However, the information in the instant case should have been supplied earlier before the declaration of elections. 

6.

The Complainant states that as the information has been delayed/ denied, penalty be imposed upon the PIO under Section 20(1) and compensation be given to the Complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, 2005.

7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21-04-2009.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

        Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Kumar Talwar,

S/o Shri R.K.Talwar,

# 197, Anand Nagar, Backside Saint Patrick

School, Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Near Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.2266/2008

Present:
Shri Rakesh Kumar Talwar, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO(Hqrs), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Rakesh Kumar Talwar filed two applications on 22.8.2008 with the PIO which are received in the O/o PIO against Receipt No.412/PIO/RTI/R, and Receipt No.413/PIO/RTI/R respectively. After getting no response, he filed complaint with the Commission on 29.9.2008 which is received in the Commission Office against Diary No.13067. Notices were issued to both the parties to attend the proceedings on 12.3.2009.

2.

The Respondent states that the information relating to the Application for Mohalla Park Committees has been supplied vide Memo No. Hort/161, dated 9.3.2009 through registered post with a copy to the Commission
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 and one photo-copy is handed over to the Complainant in the Court today.

3.

The Respondent states that the information relating to second Application is not the information as per RTI Act, cannot be supplied. However, the Complainant states that the Municipal Corporation is issuing Tenders in the Press, so, the information regarding list of Tenders published in the Newspaper and the no. of works completed be supplied.

5.

It is directed that the PIO will supply the list of Tenders published in the Newspaper, opened & accepted for carrying out the development works and list of works completed by 21st April, 2009.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21-04-2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kiran Pal, S/o Shri Sheetal Singh,

# 12-F, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Near Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.2294/2008

Present:
Shri Kiran Pal, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO(Hqrs), on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information, running into 9 (Nine) sheets including two sheets of covering letter, has been supplied to the Complainant, duly authenticated by the competent authority, in the Court today.

3.

The Respondent states that some information has also been supplied earlier. It is directed that the Complainant can use this information any where in the Court of Law for getting his grievances re-addressed. 

4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

        Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms Harjinder Kaur, D/o late

Shri Mohinder Singh,

# 101, Kartarpura, Nabha.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.2296/2008

Present:
Shri Anmol Singh, on behalf of his wife Mrs.Harjinder Kaur,                 Complainant.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO(Hqrs), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Mrs. Harjinder Kaur filed an Application with the PIO on 25.5.2008. The PIO has written a letter to the Complainant, vide Memo No.91/RTI/B, dated 9.6.2008 to deposit Rs.30/- towards the cost of information and postage charges. The Complainant states that she has sent IPOs of the value of Rs.70/- on 14.6.2008 which received back with the remarks ‘Refuse & return to sender’ on 19.6.2008. The Complainant again sent a letter to the Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation (Zone-B) Ludhiana on 1.7.2008, through registered post. 

2.

After getting no response, the Complainant filed complaint with the

Cont..p/2

CC No.2296/2008


   -2-

Commission on 23.8.2008 received in the Commission Office on 27.8.2008. Accordingly, the notices were issued to both the parties to attend the proceedings for today, i.e. 12.3.2009.

3.

The Respondent states that the information running into 70 (Seventy) sheets has been supplied to Shri Anmol Singh, husband of the Complainant Mrs. Harjinder Kaur in the Court today in my presence and one copy is placed on record file.

4.

Shri Anmol Singh, on behalf of his wife Mrs.Harjinder Kaur states that the information has been delayed and he has been harassed, action be taken as per the RTI Act for imposing penalty under Section 20(1) and compensation under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, be given to the Complainant as the property worth of crores of rupees, has been transferred in the hands of wrong persons due to the negligence of the Corporation.

5.

It is directed that on the next date of hearing, the PIO will file an affidavit as to why the penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information and refused to take registered letter from the Complainant and why the compensation be not given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by her. It is also directed that the Complainant will submit his observations/comments on the information supplied to him in the Court today within a period of fifteen days, i.e. by 31st March, 2009 with a copy to the Commission.
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6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21-04-2009.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

S/o Shri Rai Singh,

R/60/35P/330, Street No.8,

Maha Singh Nagar, Daba-Lohara Road,

PO: Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana- 141 o14.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.2313/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the, Complainant.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO(Hqrs), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Received a Fax message from Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia that he is suffering from Typhoid fever and further states that he is unable to attend the Court’s proceedings today and a new date be fixed.

2.

The Respondent states that the information will be supplied within a period of one month, the case may be adjourned.

3.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 21-04-2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 




Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Munshi Ram, S/o Shri Mehnga Ram,

# 19/3, Jawahar Nagar Camp, Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.2187/2008

Present:
Shri Munshi Ram, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO(Hqrs), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The instant case was heard by the Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Shri P.P.S.Gill on 2.3.2009 at Ludhiana and the requisite information in regard to the Attendance Register of Shri Raj Kumar, Peon, S/o Shri Munshi Ram posted in the Accounts Branch, has been supplied at Ludhiana and the case was disposed of.

3.

The Respondent states that in the application, he has demanded information when Shri Raj Kumar, Peon was posted in the Accounts Branch and this information has been supplied to the Complainant. 

4.

Shri Munishi Ram, S/o Shri Mehnga Ram, Complainant brought to the notice of the Commission during hearing today that the information starting
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 from 1.1.2006 to 30.4.2008, has not been supplied complete.

5.

The Respondent states that the information relating to the period from 1.1.2006 to 27.7.2006 will be supplied within a period of one week, i.e. by 20th March, 2009.

6.

The case is disposed of with the condition that the Complainant is free to approach the Commission, if the information is not supplied to him by 20th March, 2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

         Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nishant Rishi,

S/o late Shri Narendra Nath Rishi,

# B-43/133, Jourian Bhattian, Patiala.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Patiala.




 Respondent

CC No.2555/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri C.L.Sharma, Superintendent House Tax Branch, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A telephonic message has been received from the Complainant that due to his busy schedule in the District Courts he is unable to attend the proceedings, in the instant case, today. He has requested that the case may be adjourned. 
2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for confirmation of orders on 02-04-2009.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.03.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

