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 K. P. Singh, Superintendent RTI Cell and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, JDM,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 20.3.2009,  when on the assurance of Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO that the information will be supplied to the Complainant within a period of one month, the case was adjourned and fixed for today. 

2.

The PIO is not present today. The Respondent, who appears today, intimates the Commission that the PIO has been deputed on Election Duty due to which he is unable to attend the proceedings today. 

3.

The Respondent hands over a letter dated 22.4.2009 to the
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 Complainant  and submits a copy to the Commission,  which is taken on record. A perusal of the letter reveals that no information has been supplied to the Complainant. 

4.

The Complainant  states that he has sought  information from the 

Respondent  on the basis of directions issued by Hon’ble Justice G. S. Singhvi and Hon’ble Justice M. M. Kumar of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court  in CWP No. 4886/2003 on 6.12.2003 and by Hon’ble Chief Justice T. S. Thakur and Hon’ble Justice Surya Kant of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court  in CWP 2796/2006 on 30.10.2007 regarding encroachment  in Ludhiana City, particularly on main roads, which creates hindrance in the smooth flow of traffic in the city. 

5.

The Complainant pleads  that since the information has been delayed for more than 10 months, penalty may be imposed upon the PIO and compensation may be awarded to him  for the detriment suffered by him, under the provisions of RTI Act,2005.

6.

Accordingly, Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him. 
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7.

The Respondent requests that the case may be fixed for further hearing in the month of June, 2009 as the staff has been deputed for election duty. 

8.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 05.06.2009 at 12.30 P.M. in the Chamber (SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.)

9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 23. 04. 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 K. P. Singh, Superintendent RTI Cell and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, JDM,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 20.3.2009,  when on the assurance of Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO that the information will be supplied to the Complainant within a period of one month, the case was adjourned and fixed for today. 

2.

The PIO is not present today. The Respondent, who appears today, intimates the Commission that the PIO has been deputed on Election Duty due to which he is unable to attend the proceedings today. 

3.

The Respondent hands over a letter dated 22.4.2009 to the
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 Complainant  and submits a copy to the Commission,  which is taken on record. A perusal of the letter reveals that no information has been supplied to the Complainant. 

4.

The Complainant  states that he has sought  information from the 

Respondent  on the basis of directions issued by Hon’ble Justice G. S. Singhvi and Hon’ble Justice M. M. Kumar of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court  in CWP No. 4886/2003 on 6.12.2003 and by Hon’ble Chief Justice T. S. Thakur and Hon’ble Justice Surya Kant of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court  in CWP 2796/2006 on 30.10.2007 regarding encroachment  in Ludhiana City, particularly on main roads, which creates hindrance in the smooth flow of traffic in the city. 

5.

The Complainant pleads  that since the information has been delayed for more than one year, penalty may be imposed upon the PIO and compensation may be awarded to him  for the detriment suffered by him, under the provisions of RTI Act,2005.

6.

Accordingly, Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him. 
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7.

The Respondent requests that the case may be fixed for further hearing in the month of June, 2009 as the staff has been deputed for election duty. 

8.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 05.06.2009 at 12.30 P.M. in the Chamber (SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.)

9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 23. 04. 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 K. P. Singh, Superintendent RTI Cell and Shri M. P. Bhatia, Superintendent of Zone-C,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In the instant case, APIO of Zone-C, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has supplied  para-wise information to the Complainant  vide Memo. No. 3/ZC/P, dated 20.4.2009  with a copy to the Commission,  which has been taken on record. 

2. 

Regarding Para No. 1, it has been stated that though there is no available record with the department to provide demanded information, yet no such permission has ever been granted to any person to raise any kind of re-encroachment on the road sides. No permission to put steel on the main and internal roads,  as alleged by the Complainant,  has ever been granted . The orders of the Hon’ble High Court in CWP No. 2796/2006 and 4886/2003 are in operation and the Municipal Corporation has never restored unauthorized occupations. 
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3.

Regarding Para No.2, it has been stated  that though there is no record to provide demanded information, yet the removal of encroachment has neither been ordered to be ended by any officer, nor by passing any resolution. The operation of removal of encroachment is an routine of part of duty of staff of Municipal Corporation and it is never intended for publication of photo in Newspapers as has been alleged by the Complainant. 

4.

Regarding Para No. 3, it has been stated that no record of demanded information is available with the Department regarding removal of Ramps, Tharas, Stairs or Foot Paths, being unauthorized encroachment on roads and as such, no information on this point can be provided. 

5.

Regarding Para No. 4 and 5, it has been stated that there is no record with the Department . 

6.

Accordingly, It is directed that Municipal Corporation Ludhiana should keep record of Ramps, Tharas, Stairs or Foot Paths on the roads which are demolished by the staff of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

7.

In the circumstances, the Complainant is directed to file a fresh application seeking specific information regarding encroachment on the roads or on the Municipal/Government land in Ludhiana.

8.

Accordingly, the instant case is closed. 
9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 23. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Dhiraj Kumar, Advocate,

District Courts, Barnala.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Barnala.





 Respondent
CC No.2160/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Harpreet Singh, Sanitary Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 17.03.2009, when the Complainant was not present. The Respondent stated that the information is ready with him and the Complainant has been asked to collect the requisite information after depositing  necessary charges. Accordingly, it was directed that the Complainant can collect the information from the office of PIO of Municipal Council, Barnala on any working day from 11.00 AM to 3.00 PM after depositing necessary charges for the documents.

2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant personally on 15.4.2009 and due receipt has been taken.  

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: 23. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri S. N. Singla, 

Assistant Commissioner(Retd.)

C/o Singla Ice Factory, Dhanaula,

Tehsil & District: Barnala.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Director Local Government,

Punjab, Juneja Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No. 2758/2008

Present:
Shri  S. N. Singla, Complainant, in person.
Shri Ashwani Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent hands over requisite information to the Complainant in the court today in my presence vide Memo. No. 1/16/2008- 5 ;; -1/Spl. Dated 23.4.2009 and submits one copy to the Commission, which is taken on record. 

2.

On the perusal of the information supplied, the Complainant states that the information is incomplete as the information regarding Points 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 9 and 11 has not been supplied. The Respondent assures that the remaining information will be supplied within a period of one month.

Contd…p/2
CC No. 2758/2008


-2-
3.

The Complainant brings to the notice of the Commission that his name does not figure  in the seniority list of Executive Officers of Municipal Councils, supplied to him  today but  he had been working as E.O. since 1972 till 2000, when he was promoted as Assistant Commissioner. 

4.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO will attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing alongwith remaining information  and will clarify as to why the name of the Complainant does not figure in the Seniority List of 2006 whereas names of some other EOs, who retired later, figure in the list. It is also directed that if the remaining information is not available in the record,  then the PIO  will submit an affidavit in this regard stating that  no such information is available in the public domain of the Department. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.05.2009 at 11.00 AM in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.)

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 23. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri H. S. Brar,

# 1180, Sector: 21, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Power, Punjab, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



&

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary Personnel,

6th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC -212 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Smt. Santosh Kaur, Senior Assistant , office of Principal Secretary Power and Shri Kuldip Singh, Superintendent & Shri Ashok Kumar, Senior Assistant, office of Secretary Personnel,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri H. S. Brar  filed an application with the PIO of the office of Chief Secretary Punjab on 26.11.2008 for seeking certain information and the Chief Secretary transferred his application to the Principal Secretary Power and Secretary Personnel on 23.12.2008 under Section 6(3)  of the RTI Act, 2005 as the requisite information is available in the Departments of Power 
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and Personnel. On getting no information, the Complainant filed a complaint with the State Information Commission on 30.1.2009, which was received in the Commission on 2.2.2009 against Diary No. 1290. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to all the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

The Respondent on behalf of Secretary Personnel states that the Complainant was asked vide Memo. No. 12/120/07-5 ghgh 2/744, dated 12.1.2009 to deposit Rs. 47/-(Forty seven only) as document and postal charges so that the requisite information could be  sent to him. The Complainant replied that since the information has not been supplied within stipulated period of 30 days, the information may be supplied free of cost as per RTI Act, 2005. Accordingly, the information, running into eight sheets, excluding one sheet of covering letter,  was supplied to the Complainant free of cost vide Memo. No. 12/120/07- 5 ghgh 2/3343, dated 27.2.2009.

3.

The Respondent, on behalf of Principal Secretary Power, states that Notice of Hearing in the instant case has not been received in their office and they came to know about this case from the Department of Personnel. Therefore, information could not be supplied to the Complainant.  

4.

Accordingly, PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Power is directed to supply requisite information to the Complainant within a period of one month. 
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5.

Since the information relating to Personnel Department has been supplied to the Complainant, the PIO of the office of Secretary Personnel is exempted from attending the future proceedings in the instant case. 
6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.05.2009 at 11.30 AM in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.)

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 23. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurmeet Singh,

 S/o Shri Puran Singh,

Village:   Ubhia, Tehsil: Sunam, District:Sangrur.


Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sunam, District: Sangrur.






 Respondent

CC No.2996/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri Hardeep Singh,  Gram Sewak, office of BDPO Sunam, on behalf of the Respondent.  

ORDER
1.

The Respondent places on record receipt from Shri Gurmeet Singh and Shri Jagraj Singh stating that the requisite information has been received by them and they are satisfied. 

2.

The Respondent pleads that since the information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 

 3.

Accordingly,   the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 23. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Alok Kataria,

S/o Shri Kewal Krishan Kataria,

# E/1665, Near Swami Daya Nand Model

School, Gandhi Nagar, Fazilika.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Fazilika.





 Respondent

CC No.2941/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent for the second consecutive time. Therefore,  the case is disposed of due to non-pursuance by both the parties. 

2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 23. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yogesh Dewan,

H.No. 9-R, Model Town, 

Ludhiana.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC - 95 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant as well as the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

Since none is present on behalf of the Appellant as well as the Respondent, one more opportunity is given to them to pursue their case and the case is fixed for further hearing on 05.06.2009 at 12.30 P.M. in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 23. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yogesh Dewan,

H.No. 9-R, Model Town, 

Ludhiana.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government,

Punjab, Juneja Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

AC - 96 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant as well as the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

Since none is present on behalf of the Appellant as well as the Respondent, one more opportunity is given to them to pursue their case and the case is fixed for further hearing on 05.06. 2009 at 12.30 P.M.  in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

         Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 23. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla,

Press Correspondent, Near OBC Bank,

Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur.










      Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
o/o Municipal Council, Lehragaga.







                             Respondent

AC No. 93 /2009

Present:
Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla, the Appellant, in preson.



Shri Kashmir Singh, Accountant, on behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla, the Appellant, filed an application with the PIO on 25.10.2008.  After getting no response from the PIO, he filed an appeal with the first appellate authority on 05.01.2009.  After getting no response  from the PIO and first appellate authority, he filed an appeal with the Commission dated 04.02.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 16.02.2009 against diary No. 2150.  Notice was issued to both the parties for hearing for today.

2.

Accountant-cum-PIO of office of Municipal Council, Lehragaga, placed on record a letter No. 770, dated 20.04.2009, which is taken on record file.  He states that the information relating to Para Nos.3,4 & 5 has been sent to the Appellant vide letter No. 2345, dated 14.11.2008. He further states that the Appellant has been asked to deposit Rs.1016/- and Rs. 240/- for the remaining information relating to Para Nos. 1,2,7,8 and 6 vide letter Nos. 2377, dated 18.11.2008 and 2391, dated 21.11.2008 respectively (through ordinary post). The appellant states that he has not received the letters dated 14.11.2008, 18.11.2008 and 21.11.2008 though his address at Lehragaga is quite famous, his  
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being the press correspondent for Punjab Kesri, Aaj Di Awaz and Akali Patrika 

newspapers. He states that daily he is getting at least 15-20 letters at the address given in the application.  It is strange that out of the three letters, not a signle letter has been received by him. He further states that the staff of the Committee keep office copies on record and do not post the original letters to the appellants/complainants. As per the RTI Act, the PIO has to inform the complainant/appellant within 10 days after the receipt of the application. 

3.

From the perusal of letter dated 20.4.2009, it is seen that the appellant has been informed after a period of 23 days.  It is directed that the information may be supplied free of cost.  The Respondent states that the information is available today and the same is handed over to the Respondent in the Court. Information relating to serial No. 6 has been supplied in the Court and the remaining information be supplied within a week’s time through special messenger at the address of the appellant.    

4.

The case is fixed for compliance on 18-05-2009 in the Chamber at 11.00 AM in SCO No.32-33-34, Sector-17, Chandigarh.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 











Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 23.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tara Singh

SDE (Buildings), PUDA,

Bathinda.









      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Estate Officer, PUDA,

Bathinda.










 Respondent

CC No. 285 /2009

Present:
Shri Tara Singh, SDE, the Complainant in person.



Shri Chet Ram,Ad.O, Shri Rajinder Singh, Superintendent and 


Shri Shishu Pal, Sernior Assistant, PUDA, Mohali.
 

ORDER

 1.

Shri Tara Singh, SDE (Buildings) filed an application with the PIO on 3.12.2008 and after getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 03.02.2009 which was received in the Commission’s office on 10.02.2009 against diary No. 1681.  The Respondent states that the information has been supplied on 15.04.2009.  An interim reply has also been sent to the complainant vide letter No.PUDA-Admn.TE/A-AS-2-2009/3425, dated 05.02.2009 signed  by the Superintendent to the PIO-cum-General Manager, which was later sent to the Complainant on 17.02.2009.  Respondent states that the remaining information was sent to the Complainant vide letter No. PUDA-09/ 7451, dated 15.04.2009 running into 15  pages. 
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2.         The Complainant states that the information supplied to him is incomplete.  On the perusal of the application of the complainant , it is 

seen that the information relating to Para 1,3,4,5 and 6 has been supplied to the Complainant and he is satisfied with the information.  

.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: 23.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Krishan Kumar,

House No. 2514, Phase-II, Urban Estate,

Patiala.







      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o PSEB, Patiala










 Respondent

CC No. 248 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of Complainant. 



Shri Rajinder Singh, Law Officer-cum-APIO, PSEB, Patiala. 

ORDER

1.

Shri Krishan Kumar filed an application with the PIO on 10.11.2008 and after getting no response from the Respondent, he filed a complaint with the Commission dated 15.01.2009 which was received in the Commission’s office on 03.02.2009 against diary No. 1380.  PIO-cum- Deputy Secretary, RTI Cell, Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala  informs that the Complainant, Shri Krishan Kumar, was asked to deposit Rs.4/- as cost of paper and supply of information. 

2.

Respondent states that the total information has been supplied running into 202 pages (through registered post) free of cost as the information could not be supplied within the stipulated period of 30 days. Since the complainant is not present neither any communication has been received from him, it seems that he is satisfied.  The Respondent pleads that the case be closed. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 

 4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 23.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Satnam Singh Dhaliwal,

President, Universal Human Rights Organisation,

Bajara Colony, Rahon Road, Ludhiana.



      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.





 Respondent

AC No. 83 /2009

Present:
Shri Satnam Singh Dhaliwal, appellant, in person.



Shri K.P.Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Zone “A” and Shri 


Devinder Singh, Junior Draftsman, Zone “B.

ORDER

1.

Shri Satnam Singh Dhaliwal filed an application with the PIO on 13.10.2008.  PIO replied back to the Appellant on 05.11.2009 with the remarks that the  “ fJj ekbBh fe; fgzv d/ y;ok Bzpo ftu pDkJh rJh j?, dk Bzpo ns/ fgzv dk Bkw d/D T[gozs jh  nkg Bz{ fJ; ;pzXh ;{uBk fdZsh ik ;edh j?. “  Being not satisfied with the reply of PIO the Appellant filed an appeal with the first appellate  authority –cum- Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  vide letter No. RTI/310, dated 25.11.2008 along with fee of Rs.10/- in the shape of Indian Post Order No. 55E- 362018.  

2.

Shri Satnam Singh Dhaliwal, appellant, filed an appeal with the first appellant authority with the reasons of appeal that “incorrect and incomplete” information received from the PIO on 05.11.2008 vide letter No. 410, because
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 name of every colony situated within the municipal limits is on the list of municipal corporation and in letter No. 410, dated 05.11.2008 no mentioned the information regarding new Sham Nagar, Guru Amar Dass Nagar and new Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar, Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.  So the PIO may please be directed to provide the correct information.

3.

On the perusal of the reply of PIO’s letter No. 410, dated 05.11.2008, the Respondent has asked the Appellant to give the Khasra number of the land and number and name of the village so that the requisite information is supplied.  When the limits of municipal corporation/council or Nagar Panchayat are increased, the total Khasra numbers and name of the village are notified in the gazette notification.  The Municipal Corporation should have kept the record in its official records.  Now it is directed that the Respondent will search the record of the said colonies for which the appellant has asked for the information from the PIO.  So it is directed that the PIO will supply the information after getting the clarifications from the Notifications issued by the Department for the extension of municipal limits of Ludhiana municipal corporation within a period of one month.    

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 18-05-2009 in the Chamber at 11.30 AM in SCO No.32-33-34, Sector-17, Chandigarh.  

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 23.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sham Pahwa,

House No. 21, Dasaundha Singh Road,

Opposite Nayyar Hospital, Lawrence Road,

Amritsar.










      Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Officer, PSEB, 

Maqbool Road, Amritsar. 










 Respondent

CC No. 238 /2009

Present:
Shri Sham Pahwa, Complainant, in person. 



Shri Paramjit Singh Bal, Additional S.E. PSEB, Amritsar.  

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant vide Memo No. 3981/ACC-31.8/21/RTI, dated the 27th March, 2009. The Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information but it has been delayed unnecessarily.  Action be taken against the PIO. The respondent explained, in detail, that the first application was received by other authority which was received by them after some time and they have asked the complainant to attend the office so that his meter can be checked in his presence.  Further the complainant states that he has asked for the meter 
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 testing report only and if the meter was not tested earlier, the department could have given the information that the meter has not been checked, the matter could have been closed. However, the personal explanation made by Shri Paramjit Singh Bal, Add. S.E. (Distribution), PSEB, Amritsar, I am satisfied with the explanation made in the Court and the Complainant is satisfied.  However, the Department is directed to be more careful in future in attending the RTI applications within stipulated period of time.

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: 23.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

“Kahlon Villa” Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana-141008.










      Complainant







Vs

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










 Respondent

AC No. 80 /2009

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, the Appellant, in person. 



Shri K.P.Siingh, Superintendent, M.C. Ludhiana.

ORDER

1.

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, the Appellant, filed an appeal with the PIO on 17.12.2008.  After getting no response from the PIO, the appellant filed an appeal to the first appellate authority on 30-01-2009.  After getting no information from the PIO as well as the first appellate authority, the appellant filed a complaint  with the Commission on 13.02.2009,  which was received in Commission office on 20-02-2009 against diary No. 2531. 

2.

Appellant tells the Commission that he has received the information and is satisfied.  Therefore, the case may be closed.  

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.  

 4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 23.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner


   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yashpal Singh,

S/o Sh. Krishan Lal,

C/o K.Lal Tailor, Daresi Road,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 245 /2009

Present:

Shri Yashpal Singh, Complainant, in person.  




Shri K.P.Singh, Superintendent, M.C.Ludhiana.  

ORDER

1.


Shri Yashpal Singh, Complainant, filed an appeal with the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on 12.11.2008.  After that, the Complainant put in two reminders dated 31.12.2008 and 12.01.2009 to the PIO but did not get any response.  Therefore, the complainant filed a Complaint with the Commission dated nil which was received in Commission office on 03.02.2009 against receipt No. 9364.  

2.


The Respondent states that the case may be adjourned as the concerned staff is busy in parliamentary elections and the case may be fixed for hearing after the elections are over i.e. in the month of June, 2009.  

3.


Shri Surinder Singh Bindra, ATP is directed to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing.   

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05-06-2009 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the concerned parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 23.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner
