STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mukesh Gupta s/o Shri Sham Lal ,

r/o Tehsil Road, Guru Har Sahai,

Distt. Ferozepur.          
                                                      …Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.         






…Respondent                                                                                              

CC No. 261/12
Order 
Present:
Complainant Sh. Mukesh Gupta in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Sheetal Singh.


Complainant Sh. Mukesh Gupta, vide his RTI application dated 12.10.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO, sought certain information pertaining to the registration of school buses belonging to Mata Sahib Kaur Public School, Guruharsahai.


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, he filed a complaint before the Commission, received in its office on 24.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today, Sh. Sheetal Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent-PIO delivers a copy of letter dated 30.04.2012 vide which the information has been supplied to the complainant.  Although the complainant is satisfied with the information, he states that the same has been provided by the concerned PIO after a lapse of six months.


Both the parties have been heard and the case file has also been perused.  I observe that the delay in providing the information is because of the Vidhan Sabha elections in the State of Punjab in the recent past.  However, the PIO – DTO Ferozepur is warned to be more careful in future while dealing with matters pertaining to the RTI Act, 2005.


Since complete information stands provided to the complainant, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vineet Pal Singh Monga,

# 174, Green Field, 
Ludhiana-141002.                                                            …Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,  

Amritsar. 







…Respondent

CC 289/12

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Vineet Pal Singh Monga in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Raminder Pal Singh, Asstt. Trust Engineer.


Complainant Sh. Vineet Pal Singh Monga, vide his RTI application dated 09.12.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO, sought certain information on 8 points.


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, he filed a complaint before the Commission, received in its office on 20.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today, Sh. Raminder Pal Singh, Asstt. Engineer, appearing on behalf of the respondent-PIO – Sh. Jeevan Bansal – Executive Officer, seeks more time, stating that he has received the notice of hearing from the Commission only yesterday.  


The complainant states that he has been provided only partial information and that too is not up to the mark.  


In view of the above facts, the respondent-PIO – Sh. Jeevan Bansal – Executive Officer is hereby directed to explain in writing the reasons for the delay being caused in providing the information and as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2)  and Section 19(9)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for wilfully delaying and denying the information and the detriments suffered by the complainant in getting the information.
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He is further directed to supply the complete, point-wise, duly authenticated information to the complainant, free of cost, by registered post, within a period of 7 days with a spare copy of the information supplied to the Commission for its perusal and records.   He is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 12.06.2012.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vineet Pal Singh Monga, 

SCO 32, Feroze Gandhi Market,

Bhai Bala Chowk, 
Ludhiana-141001.               




…Complainant                                      

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, Sarabha Nagar,

Near Leisure Valley, 
Ludhiana.                                                              

 …Respondent
CC 291/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Vineet Pal Singh Monga in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Nardeep Singh Grewal, A.E. (Hort.); Naveen Malhotra, Supdt. Teh Bazari Branch; Rajinder Sharma, Asstt. Town Planner; Kiranjit Singh, Inspector (Advertisement); Vijay Kalra, Inspector; and Dr. Vipal Malhotra.


Complainant Sh. Vineet Pal Singh Monga, vide his RTI application dated 13.12.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO, office of the Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘D’ Ludhiana, sought certain information on 13 points.


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, he filed a complaint before the Commission, received in its office on 20.01.2012, and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


It is observed that while information on points no. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 11 and 13 has been provided today itself before the Commission, no information has yet been provided on points no. 7, 8,9, 10 and 12.


In view of the above facts, the respective respondent-PIOs namely S/Sh. Dharam Singh, Supdt. Engineer; S.P. Singh, SE (Electricity); and Surinder Kumar, XEN (Horticulture) are hereby directed to explain in writing in the shape of a self-attested affidavit, the reasons for the delay caused in providing the information and as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2)  and Section 19(9)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against them for wilfully delaying and denying the information and the detriments suffered by the complainant in getting the information.
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They are further directed to supply the complete, point-wise, duly authenticated information to the complainant concerning their respective branches, free of cost, by registered post, within a period of 7 days with a spare copy of the information supplied, to the Commission for its perusal and records.   They are also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.


Complainant shall also file his observations on the information provided, with the respondent-PIO in a week’s time and the respondent concerned thereafter shall remove the discrepancies / deficiencies communicated by the complainant, within a period of one week. 


Adjourned to 12.06.2012.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vineet Pal Singh Monga, 

SCO 32, Feroze Gandhi Market,

Bhai Bala Chowk, 
Ludhiana-141001.               




…Complainant                                      

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, Sarabha Nagar,

Near Leisure Valley, 
Ludhiana.                                                              

 …Respondent
CC 292/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Vineet Pal Singh Monga in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Nardeep Singh Grewal, A.E. (Hort.); Naveen Malhotra, Supdt. Teh Bazari Branch; Rajinder Sharma, Asstt. Town Planner; Kiranjit Singh, Inspector (Advertisement); Vijay Kalra, Inspector; and Dr. Vipal Malhotra.


Complainant Sh. Vineet Pal Singh Monga, vide his RTI application dated 12.12.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO, office of the Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘D’ Ludhiana, sought certain information on 8 points.


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, he filed a complaint before the Commission, received in its office on 20.01.2012, and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


It is observed that no information has so far been provided to the complainant.  Hence, Sh. Ajay Sood, PCS, SDM, Ludhiana-cum-Additional Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘D’, Ludhiana is hereby directed to explain in writing, the reasons for the delay caused in providing the information and as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2)  and Section 19(9)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for wilfully delaying and denying the information and the detriments suffered by the complainant in getting the information.


He is further directed to ensure that it shall be his personal responsibility, in the capacity of Additional Commissioner of the Corporation, 
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to ensure that complete, point-wise, duly authenticated information is provided to the complainant, by registered post, free of cost, within a period of 7 days with a spare copy of the information supplied to the Commission for its perusal and records.   


Adjourned to 12.06.2012.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt.  Rupinderjit Kaur, 

#174, Green field,

Ludhiana-141002.                                                             …Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Estate Officer,

Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority, 
Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana.                                                                          …Respondent
CC 290/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Smt. Rupinderjit Kaur assisted by her husband Sh. Vineet Pal Singh Monga.


None for the respondent.


Complainant, vide her RTI application dated 10.12.2011 addressed to the Additional Chief Administrator, Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA),
sought information on 11 points relating to the SCOs in Jail Road Scheme of GLADA, Ludhiana.

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, she filed a complaint before the Commission, received in its office on 20.01.2012, and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


None is present on behalf of the respondent PIO-cum-Estate Officer, GLADA.


It is observed that information on point no. 1 has been provided while no information on the remaining points has been supplied.


Today a fax message has been received from the PIO-cum-Estate Officer, GLADA requesting for an adjournment of the case to some other date.


For the aforesaid reasons, respondent PIO-cum-Estate Officer, GLADA is directed to provide complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant, within a week’s time, free of cost, by registered cover with one spare copy of the information to the Commission for its perusal and records.  

 
He is further directed to explain in writing the reasons for the delay being caused in providing the information and as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2)  and Section 19(9)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for wilfully delaying and denying the information and the detriments suffered by the complainant in getting the information.


Adjourned to 12.06.2012.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Parvesh Rani,








H. No. 1016, Sector 38-B,

Chandigarh.







…Appellant





Vs

1. The Public Information Officer,



      

o/o Punjab Small Industries & 

Export Corporation Ltd.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17, 

Chandigarh.

2. FAA o/o Punjab Small Industries & 

Export Corporation Ltd.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17, 

Chandigarh.






`
…Respondents

AC No. 193/12 

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO; and Divakar Dogra, Dealing Asstt. 


In the earlier hearing dated 17.04.2012, the provided information had been discussed in the presence of the parties and the respondents present assured that though complete information had been provided, still the same would be provided to the satisfaction of the appellant, within a week’s time. 


S/Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO; and Divakar Dogra, Dealing Asstt. appearing on behalf of the respondent tendered copy of a letter No. 1007 dated 30.04.2012 addressed to the appellant vide which further information has been provided to her. 


Though the appellant, vide her letter dated 25.04.2012, has sought another date on account of the fact that she is out of station, but there is no justification in adjourning the case any more as the complete information already stands provided.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


          Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdev Singh s/o Shri Niranjan Singh,

Vill. & P.O. Kot  Mehtab, 
Tehsil Baba Bakala,

Distt. Amritsar.






    …Appellant

Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Rayya, 

Distt. Amritsar. 

First Appellate Authority,

Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.   






…Respondents

AC 128/12

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Malkit Singh, Panchayat Secretary; Kuldeep, Supdt. and Raj Kumar, Patwari.


Sh. Sukhdev Singh, vide application dated 11.10.2011 addressed to the respondent PIO, sought  certain information under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to Gram Panchayat, Kot Mehtab on 7 points. 


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the first appeal before the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar on 23.11.2011; and the instant Second Appeal has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 23.01.2012.

 
S/Sh. Malkit Singh, Panchayat Secretary; Kuldeep, Supdt. and Raj Kumar, Patwari, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted copy of a letter dated 21.01.2012 addressed to the appellant vide which complete information has been provided to him, by registered post on 23.01.2012.  A photocopy of the relevant postal receipt has also been submitted to the Commission.   Even a photocopy of the Acknowledgment Due (AD) duly receipted by the appellant Sh. Sukhdev Singh has been provided.


The appellant is not present today nor anything to the contrary has been heard from him.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road,

Industrial Area B, 

Near Gurudrawa Bhagwanti,

Ludhiana.







      …Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Municipal Corporation,

Zone-A, 
Ludhiana-141001. 

FAA  Municipal Corporation,

Zone A, 
Ludhiana-141001.                




…Respondents

AC 148/12

Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal in person assisted by Sh. Gulshan.

None for the respondent.


Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, vide his RTI application dated 08.11.2011 addressed to the Additional Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘A’, Ludhiana sought information relating to implementation of the judgment of the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in CWP No. 13030/11 dated 25.07.2011.

Failing to get any response within the stipulated period of 30 days in terms of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the first appeal before the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana vide letter dated 06.12.2011 and still when no information was provided, he filed the instant Second Appeal before the Commission, received in its office on 24.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh. Aggarwal states that no information has been provided to him so far. 


Upon perusal of the case file, it is observed that the First Appellate Authority has not called the appellant and the respondent PIO and passed any speaking order in the matter.  Thus the First Appellate Authority has abdicated its responsibility.  

 
Therefore, in view of the aforesaid facts, the present appeal is remanded to the First Appellate Authority-cum-Municipal Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Zone ‘A’, Ludhiana with the direction to call the PIO concerned and hear the appellant who has been directed to appear before the FAA on 23.05.2012 and ensure that point-wise, correct and duly authenticated information is provided to the appellant in all circumstances, within a period of 30 days from the said date.    It is also made clear that, no further leniency in the matter would be allowed.


It shall, however, be open to the appellant to approach the Commission in Second Appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, in case he is not satisfied with the outcome of the first appeal.


In the above noted terms, the appeal is disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

The Municipal Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority,

Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘A’,

Ludhiana.

For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Balbir Singh,








Guru Teg Bahadur Eye Hospital,

Opp. Gurdwara Dukhniwaran Sahib,

Patiala-147001.






   …Complainant

Vs

The Public Information Officer,




 

o/o Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Chandigarh.







   …Respondent

CC No. 108 of 2012

Order

Present: 
For the complainant: Sh. Rahul K.N.S. Saini

For the respondent: -S/Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Asstt. Coordination Branch; and Parvinder Kaurpal, Sr. Asstt. Land Revenue Branch, F.C. Sectt.


Dr. Balbir Singh, vide his application dated 18.07.2011 addressed to the Chief Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh, sought to know the designated State level PIO, Officer In Charge; and the First Appellate Authority related to the following, under the RTI Act, 2005: -


1.
Sangat Darshan by the Chief Minister;


2.
Optimum utilization of vacant Govt. land;


3.
Public Sector Undertakings;


4.
Mega Projects and Punjab Infrastructure Board;

5.
Medical bill reimbursement and other allowances of the MLAs during their foreign visit;

6.
Grant of Change of Land Use (CLU) in respect of the cultivable land of the farmers being acquired for construction of new colonies, business establishments or factories;

7.
Crime, use of drugs and smuggling in Punjab;

8.
Regarding appointment of Chairman in different Boards and giving cabinet rank to unelected representatives;

9.
For ROs installed for purification of water in villages; and regarding testing of water samples;

10.
Regarding result of tests conducted on pesticides / insecticides used for fruits, vegetables, grains and milk;

11.
‘Nanni Chhan’


Getting no response from the respondent, the applicant filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide his letter dated nil; and thereafter, the instant second appeal has been filed with the Commission on 15.11.2011.


In the maiden hearing dated 14.03.2012, the appellant was not present and Sh. Nirmal Singh, APIO had put in appearance on behalf of the 
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respondent PIO.   It was further recorded as follows, in the order of the said date i.e. 14.03.2012: -

“Sh. Nirmal Singh, APIO appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO o/o Chief Secretary Punjab delivers a copy of letter No. 10/2/2008-IR dated 12th June, 2008 from the Govt. of India, Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances & Pensions, Department of Personnel & Training, New Delhi. In support of his contention that appellant is required to approach the concerned PIOs for seeking information, which is not related to PIO o/o Chief Secretary Punjab, Chandigarh. He has further stated that neither any RTI application nor any appeal from the appellant, Dr. Balbir Singh has been received in the office of the Chief Secretary Punjab and the PIO has only come to know about his second appeal with the Commission after the receipt of notice thereof. Neither the appellant is present today nor has anything been heard from him.  The appellant is also directed to be present in person or through his representative on the next date of hearing, failing which the matter shall be decided in his absence without affording any further opportunity.”

 
And the case was adjourned to date i.e. 03.05.2012. 

 
Today, during the hearing, Sh. Rahul K.N.S. Saini has appeared on behalf of the appellant while on behalf of the respondent, S/Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Asstt. Coordination Branch; and Parvinder Kaurpal, Sr. Asstt. Land Revenue Branch, F.C. Sectt. were present.  The contents of letter No. 10/2/2008-IR dated 12th June, 2008 from the Govt. of India, Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances & Pensions, Department of Personnel & Training, New Delhi which was delivered by the respondent in the earlier hearing have been brought to the notice of Sh. Saini, present on behalf of the appellant.  At this juncture, it is relevant to extract below the relevant part of Para 3(iii) of the letter dated 12.06.2008: -

“A person makes an application to a public authority for information, a part of which is available with that public authority and the rest of the information is scattered with more than one other public authorities.  In such a case, the PIO of the public authority receiving the application should give information relating to it and advise the applicant to make separate applications to the concerned public authorities for obtaining information from them.  If not part of the information sought is available with it, but is scatter with more than one other public authorities, the PIO should inform the applicant that information is not available with the public authority and the applicant should make separate applications to the concerned pubic authorities for obtaining information from them.”

 
Apart therefrom, he was also apprised of the orders dated 28.01.2010 passed by the Chief Information Commissioner in CC No. 5/10 and order dated 13.01.2012 in CC No. 2903/11 decided by the Full Bench of the Commission, wherein also almost similar information had been sought.  In Para 13 of the order dated 13.01.2012 referred to above, it was held as under: 
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 “13.
In view of the above discussion, we hold that under Section 6(3) of the Act ibid, the legal obligation of a PIO who receives a request for information under Section 6(1) of the Act is limited to transfer this request to only one public authority that holds the information.  This obligation does not extend to transfer the request to multiple authorities.”

 
Thus, as per the provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, the PIO, office of Chief Secretary, Punjab has transferred the application for information submitted by the appellant to various Public Authorities under intimation to him, for providing the requisite information direct and also requesting the appellant to contact the said transferees for the same.  


Sh. Nirmal Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, reiterated his earlier submissions made in the previous hearing.  It is further observed that the request for information submitted by the applicant-appellant only reflects the subject and the relevant department has not been spelt out.  In view thereof, it is altogether difficult, if not impossible, for the PIO, office of the Chief Secretary to make out as to whom the request for information is to be transferred.   Thus the respondent PIO has rightly written to the concerned Administrative Secretaries to provide the information related to their departments, to the applicant-appellant, while transferring the same under Section 6(3) of the Act.  

 
Thus, once the application for information has been transferred by the office of Chief Secretary to the respective Administrative Secretaries, it will be in order if the applicant-appellant contacts them to know the respective PIO, Officer In Charge; and the First Appellate Authority for the subject(s) / department(s) pertaining to each Administrative Secretary who holds the relevant information.


With the above observations, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.








Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Deena Nath,










s/o Sh.Sham Lal,

# 48, Kasturba Sewa Mandir Trust,

Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.





…Complainant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,




 
o/o Asstt. District Food Supply Officer,

Rajpura.







…Respondent

CC No. 106 of 2012

Present: 
Shri Dina Nath complainant in person.



None on behalf of respondent PIO.
Order



Directions were given on the last date of hearing i.e.on 14.3.2012, to the PIO cum DFSC Patiala and  Food Supplies Officer, Rajpura to supply the complete correct and duly certified information to the complainant in the format  running into not more than 15 pages free of cost. However, it is observed that neither the correct information has been supplied nor any one is present.  

The PIO cum DFSC Patiala is  therefore, directed to ensure that the complete correct and duly attested information is supplied to the complainant free of cost by registered post within a period of 7 days positively. 

Therefore, PIO cum DFSC Patiala is directed to explain in writing the reasons for willfully delaying and denying of supplying the said  information to the complainant. 

PIO cum DFSC, Patiala, is further directed to depute Food Supplies Officer Rajpura on the next date of hearing with one copy of the supplied information. The case is adjourned to 14.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
CC: Distt Food Supplies & consumer Affairs Controller,

       Patiala for compliance of above order.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sudagar Singh,








s/o Sh. Ram Ratan Singh,

Vill. Lohgarh, P.O.Mithewal,

Tehsil and Distt. Barnala.





…Complainant

Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,




 

o/o District Development & 

Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.







…Respondent

CC No. 109 of 2012

Present: 

Sh. Sudagar Singh complainant in person.




Sh. Sukhjit Singh Reader o/o DDPO Sangrur on behalf of 




Respondent PIO.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing PIO o/o DDPO Sangrur and PIO o/o DDPO Barnala were directed to ensure that the required information duly attested is provided to the complainant within a period of one month. 



To day Shri Sukhjit Singh Reader to DDPO Sangrur  appearing on behalf of PIO respondent states that requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 1.5.2012 . The complainant has also given in writing that he has received the requisite information. 


Though the information in this case has been supplied by the PIO cum DDPO Sangrur on 1.5.2012. However, it is observed that RTI application of the complainant is dated 7.1.2011 which was addressed to the DDPO Sangrur for seeking a copy of the order passed  by  his court in the year 2007 pertaining to village Lohgarh  in  a case with khewat no. 363, Khatauni no. 693 Khasra no. 1104 area 10 biswas, which was under the illegal possession of Shri Harjinder Singh  s/o Sh. Sadhu Singh and a case for  eviction of  illegal possession was  filed in  2005 by the then Sarpanch Kulwant Singh. 
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So now copy of the said order sought by the complainant in his RTI application has been given to him on 1.5.2012, though RTI application was filed on 7.1.2011. Therefore a Show Cause notice is issued to Shri Vinod Kumar Garg the then PIO cum DDPO Sangrur now PIO cum DDPO Barnala under the provisions of section 20(1)(2)  and  section 19(8)(b)  of the RTI Act, 2005 for explaining the reasons for willfully delaying and denying the information and for other loss and  detriments suffered by the complainant in getting the information. He is also directed to file an affidavit explaining the reasons for delay in supplying the information and also be present in person on the next date of hearing i.e.20.6.2012 at 11.00 a.m.


Copy of order is sent to  both the parties.









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
Cc :  Shri Vinod Kumar Garg,  Distt. Development & Panchayat Officer,  

         Barnala for necessary compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dilbag Singh & Sohan Lal,

Panch, Gram Panchayat Village Gadhera, 

Block Khera, Tehsil Bassi Pathana,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. 



     

 …Complainants







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Panchayat Secretary,

Gram Panchayat Village Khera,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib





…Respondent 
CC - 114/2012

Present:
Shri Dilbag Singh, Shri Sohan Singh Complainants in person.

Order



On the last date of hearing i.e. 14.3.2012, PIO –cum- BDPO Block Khera, Tehsil Bassi Pathana, district Fatehgarh Sahib was directed to provide complete, correct and duly attested information to the complainant within 3 weeks with one copy of supplied information to the Commission for its record. Despite these orders no information has been provided so far. Similarly, the PIO –cum- BDPO Khera Tehsil Bassi Pathana, Distt. Fatehgarh Saihb,  was also directed to be present in person. However, neither he nor any of his representative attended the Commission nor any thing has been heard from his side. 

In view of the above facts, the respondent  PIO-cum- BDPO Khera Block Khera, Tehsil Bassi Pathana, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib is hereby directed to explain in writing the reasons for the delay being caused in providing the information and as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2)  and Section 19(9)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for wilfully delaying and denying the information and for the loss and other  detriments suffered by the complainant in getting the information.


He is further directed to supply the complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant, free of cost, by registered post, within a period of two weeks with a copy of the information supplied to the Commission for its perusal and records.    He is also directed to be personally 
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present on the next date of hearing. A copy of this order is sent to the Director Rural Development & Panchayat, Sector 62, Mohali he is also directed to ensure the compliance of the above orders by the PIO –cum BDO Khera Block, Tehsil Bassi Pathana Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.  


Adjourned to 12.06.2012 at  11.00 A.M. 


Copy of the order is sent to all concerned.









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
1.
Copy to Director Rural Development & 

Panchayat, Sector 62, Mohali  for necessary action.

2.
BDPO Khera Block, Tehsil Bassi Pathana, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.


For necessary compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Kapil, 

R/O 606, Gali No. 12-B, 

Avtar Nagar, Near T.V. Centre, 

Nakodar Chowk, 

Jalandhar-144003

   
                                          …Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Jalandhar.               
                                                                …Respondent                                                     

CC No. 3626 of 2011
Present:
Shri Rajesh Kapil complainant  in person.

Shri Amit Narula, Section Officer, o/o D.T.O. Jalandhar on behalf of respondent PIO.

Order



On the last date of hearing the PIO o/o DTO Jalandhar was directed to provide the complete correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant within a period of 3 weeks with a copy of the same to the Commission for its records. He was also directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today and explain in writing the reasons for each day’s delay in supplying the information sought. But to utter surprise, Shri Kehar Singh ADTO who was holding the additional charge of DTO Jalandhar neither appeared nor explained the reasons in writing for delay in supplying the information. Further to add only incomplete information is provided till date despite of fact that RTI application is dated 13.9.2011.



In view of these facts a show cause notice is issued under  provisions of Section 20(1)(2)  and Section 19(9)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005  to Shri Kehar Singh ADTO Jalandhar, then  holding the charge of DTO Jalandhar to explain the reasons in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit  
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for wilfully delaying and denying the information and for the  loss and other detriments suffered by the complainant,  in getting the information.



He is further directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing. The appellant shall point out deficiencies in supplied information to the PIO cum DTO within seven days who would further ensure the supplying of correct information to Appellant duly signed, free of cost, in further seven days by post.


To come up on  19.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar Mahajan,

s/o Shri Roop Kumar Mahajan,

H. No. 2346, Gali Mirza,

Opp.  State Bank of India,

Town Hall, Amritsar.    





…Appellant    
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority,

Cum Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 
Amritsar.                                                                  

 …Respondents

AC 136/12
Present:  
None is present on behalf of appellant as well as Respondent.
Order
Appellant  Sh. Ashwani Kumar Mahajan, vide his RTI application dated 23.9.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO, office of the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, sought action taken report on his complaint made vide letter 12.9.2011.
Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, he filed an appeal before the Ist Appellate Authority and then  2nd appeal  before the Commission vide his letter no. A.K.M 20112 A, dated 20.1.2012,, received in its office on 24.01.2012, and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Case file has been perused. It is observed that M.T.P  vide letter no. 331 dated 5.12.2011 has sent the requisite information to the Appellant who of course is not satisfied  with the same.  Therefore he filed second appeal. 

This case been heard today. However, neither the appellant nor respondent PIO is present.  Therefore PIO o/o Commissioner, Municipal 
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Corporation Amritsar is directed to ensure that correct, complete and duly authenticated information is provided to Appellant in view of his RTI 

application   dated 12.9.2011.  Both Appellant and PIO o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Amritsar are directed to be present on next date of hearing. Commissioner Municipal Corporation Amritsar being Ist Appellate Authority and controlling Authority is also directed to ensure that concerned PIO supplies the correct information to the Appellant.



Adjourned to 10.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M..










Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
Copy to the Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation Amritsar for compliance of above order.








Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar Mahajan,

s/o Shri Roop Kumar Mahajan,

H. No. 2346, Gali Mirza,

Opp.  State Bank of India,

Town Hall, Amritsar.    





…Appellant    
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority cum
Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 
Amritsar.                                                                  

 …Respondents

AC 137/12
Present:  
None is present on behalf of appellant as well as Respondent.
Order
Appellant  Sh. Ashwani Kumar Mahajan, vide his RTI application dated 23.9.2011 addressed to the respondent PIO, office of the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, sought information / action taken  with regard to illegal construction of 4-5 stories made  in H.no. 2540 Gali Fire Brigade, Amritsar.Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, he filed an appeal before the Ist Appellate Authority and then  2nd appeal before the Commission vide his letter no. A.K.M 20112 A, dated 20.1.2012, received in its office on 24.01.2012, and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.




Case file has been perused. It is observed that M.T.P  vide letter no. 329 dated 5.12.2011 has sent the requisite information to the Appellant who even is not satisfied  with the same.  Therefore he has filed second appeal. 

This case been heard today. However, neither the appellant nor respondent PIO is present.  Therefore PIO o/o Commissioner, Municipal 
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Corporation Amritsar is directed to ensure that correct, complete and duly authenticated information is provided to Appellant in view of his RTI 

application   dated 23.9.2011.  Both Appellant and PIO o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Amritsar are directed to be present on next date of hearing. Commissioner Municipal Corporation Amritsar being Ist Appellate Authority and controlling Authority is also directed to ensure that concerned PIO supplies the correct information to the Appellant.

Adjourned to 10.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M..









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
Copy to the Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation Amritsar for compliance of above order.








Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Varinder Singh,

Shop no. 184, Akal Market, 

Chaura Bazar, Ludhiana.                                                     Complainant  

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

Municipal Corporation, 
Ludhiana.                                                                 

Respondents

AC 138/12
Present: 

None is present on behalf of complainant as well as 





Respondent.
Order

The complainant Shri Varinder Singh, vide his RTI application dated 25.10.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO, office of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana sought information relating to the number of diesel run  vehicles i.e. Fire Brigade vehicles, Garbage Vehicles and other vehicles etc.. Failing to get appropriate response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, he filed an appeal before the Ist Appellate Authority and then  2nd appeal  with the Commission received in its office on 24.01.2012, and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The appellant sent fax message that   he sought information from M.C. Ludhiana, but inadvertently the notice of hearing was sent to M.C. Amritsar and he further stated that an adjournment may be granted.

3.

 Case file is perused. It is observed that despite RTI application dated 25.10.2011, correct, complete or duly attested information has not been provided by PIO o/o Municipal Corporation Ludhiana, who is directed 
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to provide requisite information free of cost, by Registered post, to the appellant within two weeks. 

     4.

Adjourned to  10.7.2012 at 11.00 a.m.

    5.

Copy of order is sent to both the parties.







Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
Cc:   PIO o/o Municipal Corporation Ludhiana alongwith a set of appeal filed by the appellant in Commission.

             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar Mahajan,

s/o Shri Roop Kumar Mahajan,

H. No. 2346, Gali Mirza,

Opp.  State Bank of India,

Town Hall, Amritsar.    





…Appellant    
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority,

Municipal Corporation, 
Amritsar.                                                                  

 …Respondents

AC 143/12

Present:  
None is present on behalf of appellant as well as Respondent.
Order
Appellant  Sh. Ashwani Kumar Mahajan, vide his RTI application dated 23.9.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO, office of the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, sought action taken report on his complaint made vide letter 12.9.2011.
Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, he filed an appeal before the Ist Appellate Authority and then  2nd appeal  before the Commission vide his letter no. A.K.M 20112 A, dated 20.1.2012, received in its office on 24.01.2012, and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.




Case file has been perused. It is observed that APIO –cum-Supdt House Tax Deptt. Municipal Corporation, Amritsar vide letter no. 588 dated 24.10.11 has sent the requisite information to the Appellant who even is not satisfied with the same.  Therefore he has filed second appeal. 

This case been heard today. However, neither the appellant nor respondent PIO is present.  Therefore PIO o/o Commissioner, Municipal 
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Corporation Amritsar is directed to ensure that correct, complete and duly authenticated information is provided to Appellant in view of his RTI 

application   dated 23.9.2011.  Both Appellant and PIO o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Amritsar are directed to be present on next date of hearing. Commissioner Municipal Corporation Amritsar being Ist Appellate Authority and controlling Authority is also directed to ensure that concerned PIO supplies the correct information to the Appellant.

Adjourned to 10.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M..









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
Copy to the APIO cum- Supdt. House Tax Deptt., Municipal Corporation Amritsar for compliance of above order.








Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012


 State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar Mahajan,

s/o Shri Roop Kumar Mahajan,

H. No. 2346, Gali Mirza,

Opp.  State Bank of India,

Town Hall, Amritsar.    





…Appellant    
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority cum

Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation, 
Amritsar.                                                                  

 …Respondents

AC 144/12
Present:  
None is present on behalf of appellant as well as Respondent.
Order
Appellant  Sh. Ashwani Kumar Mahajan, vide his RTI application dated 20.12.2010 addressed to the respondent-PIO, office of the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, sought action taken report on his complaint made vide letter 29.11.2010.
Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, he filed an appeal before the Ist Appellate Authority and then  2nd appeal  before the Commission vide his letter no. A.K.M 20112 A, dated 20.1.2012,, received in its office on 24.01.2012, and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

Case file has been perused. It is observed that M.T.P  vide letter no. 254 dated 23.5.2011 has sent the requisite information to the Appellant who even is not satisfied  with the same.  Therefore he has filed second appeal. 

This case been heard today. However, neither the appellant nor respondent PIO is present.  Therefore PIO o/o Commissioner, Municipal 
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Corporation Amritsar is directed to ensure that correct, complete and duly authenticated information is provided to Appellant in view of his RTI 

application   dated 20.12.2010.  Both Appellant and PIO o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Amritsar are directed to be present on next date of hearing. Commissioner Municipal Corporation Amritsar being Ist Appellate Authority and controlling Authority is also directed to ensure that concerned PIO supplies the correct information to the Appellant.

Adjourned to 10.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M..









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
Copy to the Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation Amritsar for compliance of above order.








Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar Mahajan,

s/o Shri Roop Kumar Mahajan,

H. No. 2346, Gali Mirza,

Opp.  State Bank of India,

Town Hall, Amritsar.    





   …Appellant    
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority cum
Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, 
Amritsar.                                                                  

 …Respondents

AC 150/12
Present:  
None is present on behalf of appellant as well as Respondent.
Order
Appellant  Sh. Ashwani Kumar Mahajan, vide his RTI application dated 10.9.2011, addressed to the respondent-PIO, office of the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, sought action taken report on his complaint made vide letter 23.8.2011.
Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, he filed an appeal before the Ist Appellate Authority and then 2nd appeal before the Commission vide his letter no. A.K.M 20112 A, dated 20.1.2012, received in its office on 24.01.2012, and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Case file has been perused. It is observed that M.T.P vide letter no. MTP/303 dated 31.10.11 has sent the requisite information to the Appellant who even is not satisfied  with the same.  Therefore he has filed second appeal. 

This case been heard today. However, neither the appellant nor respondent PIO is present.  Therefore PIO o/o Commissioner, Municipal 
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Corporation Amritsar is directed to ensure that correct, complete and duly authenticated information is provided to Appellant in view of his RTI 

application   dated 10.9.2011.  Both Appellant and PIO o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Amritsar are directed to be present on next date of hearing. Commissioner Municipal Corporation Amritsar being Ist Appellate Authority and Controlling Authority is also directed to ensure that concerned PIO supplies the correct information to the Appellant.

Adjourned to 10.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M..









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
Copy to :-

1.Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar;

2. The Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation Amritsar for compliance of above order.








Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 03.05. 2012


