STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,

Ward No. 12, Street No. 2,

Kartar Nagar,

Amloh Road, 

Khanna 

(Distt. Ludhiana) – 141401

    

 
      
   …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Khanna (Distt. Ludhiana) 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt.

Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.

 


        
 
…Respondents

AC-1402/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Rajiv Kumar, Municipal Engineer; and Jatinder Bains, Jr. Engineer, for respondent no. 1; and Hussan Lal, clerk, for respondent no. 2. 


Vide RTI application dated 31.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Ahluwalia sought the following information: -

1.
Whether layout plan / map of the house of Sh. Nand Lal Singla situated at Ward No. 12, Street No. 2, Near Mann Market, near the residence of Manohar Lal, where the manufacturing unit in the brand name of M/s Shree Paramhans Perfumery is existing at Kartar Nagar, Khanna is passed for residential purpose or commercial layout / map of the said house has been passed?   Provide complete details of the layout / map passed for the ground and first floor. 

2.
Certified copies of all the complaints and application filed by Sh. Mangat Singla against Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia and the copy of the application filed by him for procurement of licence at the address at House No. ___, Ward No. 12, Street No. 2, Near Mann Market, Kartar Nagar, Amloh Road, Khanna.

3.
Whether he (Sh. Mangat Singla) has been granted any licence for carrying out of any type of business or activity at the said place as stated in Para no. 2, or has any amount been deposited from him against issuing any licence at the said place?  If not, the status of the application filed by Sh. Mangat Singla for procurement of licence.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 05.09.2012 and the second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 03.10.2012.


Respondents stated that they had written to the applicant vide letter no. 135 dated 12.09.2012 seeking relevant particulars in respect of information sought on point no. 1.   He further stated that rest of the information already stands provided. 


During the proceedings, it transpired that information on point no. 2 and 3 is rightly said to have been provided and this view was endorsed by the applicant-appellant as well. 


Regarding information on point no. 1, respondents submitted that on an average, 300-400 layout plans are received for approval every month and in the absence of relevant month or year, it is not possible to lay hands on the layout plan in question.   Appellant was, however, not able to answer the query.


The contention of the respondents is accepted and the appellant is directed to file a fresh application giving better and complete particulars for obtaining the information on point no. 1.


Since no more information remains to be provided to the applicant-appellant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,

Ward No. 12, Street No. 2,

Kartar Nagar,

Amloh Road, 

Khanna 

(Distt. Ludhiana) – 141401
    

 
      
   …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Khanna (Distt. Ludhiana) 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt.

Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.

 


        
 
…Respondents

AC-1404/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Rajiv Kumar, Municipal Engineer; and Jatinder Bains, Jr. Engineer, for respondent no. 1; and Hussan Lal, clerk, for respondent no. 2. 


Vide RTI application dated 13.07.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Ahluwalia sought various information on 13 points pertaining to the functions and  powers being exercised by the respondent Council apart from encroachment on govt. land and commercial activity going on in residential areas of the town.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 13.08.2012 and the second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 03.10.2012.


Today, the respondents submitted that the complete requisite information has already been provided to the applicant-appellant per their letter no. 187 dated 27.11.2012, a copy whereof has also been placed on records of the Commission.    Appellant expressed his satisfaction over the same.


Respondents further stated that some delay has been caused in providing the information as the information was quite voluminous and collection and compilation thereof was bound to take time.


Since complete information to the satisfaction of the applicant-appellant has already been provided, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh




                    (B.C.Thakur)
Dated: 20.12.2012 
                               State Information Commissioner
                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,

Ward No. 12, Street No. 2,

Kartar Nagar, Amloh Road, 

Khanna (Distt. Ludhiana) – 141401
    

 
      Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Khanna (Distt. Ludhiana) 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate, 

Khanna (Distt. Ludhiana) 


 
Respondents
AC-1405/12

Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Singh, Kanungo.


Vide RTI application dated 24.06.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Ahluwalia sought certified copy of the mutation no. 10449 whereby the ownership of land situated in Khanna Kalan, H.B. No. 223, Tehsil Samrala (now Tehsil Khanna) was transferred from the name of Sh. Amar Singh son of Sh. Kehar Singh in favour of Smt. Bachan Kaur widow of Sh. Amar Singh on the basis of an un-registered Will dated 27.01.1962 submitted by Sh. Gurcharan Singh.     He further sought certified copy of letter of Sh. Bhupinder Singh Ahluwalia including any other document, annexed with the said mutation. 


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 31.07.2012 and the second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 03.10.2012.


Today, Sh. Joginder Singh, appearing on behalf of respondent no. 1 submitted that he has brought a copy of the mutation in question along with a 
copy of the application of Sh. Bhupinder Singh and the order of Asstt. Collector I Grade, Samrala.   He further stated that no other document than mentioned above was annexed with the mutation and same had been supplied to the appellant.

Both the parties mutually agreed that the applicant-appellant would visit the office of respondent PIO and after inspection of related record, may get documents which are also required in addition to the provided information.    Appellant further agreed that the case in hand may be disposed of accordingly. 


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








Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)
Dated: 20.12.2012

   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. D.C. Gupta,

No. 778, Urban Estate, 

Phase I,

Patiala-147002


    

 
      
   …Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.

 


        
 
…Respondents

AC-1406/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. D.C. Gupta in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Sunil Mehta, Superintendent.


Vide RTI application dated 28.05.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. D.C. Gupta sought information on eight points pertaining to the parking contract for the area ‘backside of AC Market and Behra Road, Patiala’.


Respondent, vide letter no. 713-714 dated 20.06.2012 provided the information including a copy of the agreement entered into between the Corporation and the contractor which is said to contain the relevant information as sought. 


The first appeal before the first appellate authority was filed on 12.07.2012 while the second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 04.10.2012.


Today, Sh. Sunil Mehta, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered a copy of Memo. no. 5152 dated 07.12.2012 whereby the requisite information has been provided to the applicant-appellant. 


The matter was discussed in the presence of both the parties and the appellant expressed his satisfaction, though lamented the delay caused in the matter.


Respondents are warned to be invariably prompt and more careful in future while dealing with the matters pertaining to the RTI Act, 2005.


Since complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant stands provided, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Madan Mohan,

Warehouse Manager (Retd.)

9, Dada Nagar, Gol Market,

Mithapur Road, Jalandhar City-144003
    

 
      
   …Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

SCO 74-75, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

SCO 74-75, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh.

 


        
 
…Respondents

AC-1421/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Pawan Kishore, Supdt.-PIO; and Gurpreet Singh, Tech. Asstt.-APIO


Vide RTI application dated 11.06.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Madan Mohan sought a copy of the rules / regulations passed by the Govt. / Management of the Corporation imposing 50% recovery on the Warehouse Managers. 


The first appeal before the first appellate authority was filed on 10.07.2012 while the second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 05.10.2012.


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

S/Sh. Pawan Kishore, Supdt.-PIO; and Gurpreet Singh, Tech. Asstt.-APIO, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted copy of a letter no. 10850 dated 12.12.2012 whereby the requisite information is said to have been sent to the applicant-appellant.    Written acknowledgment dated 12.12.2012 from Sh. Madan Mohan, the appellant, has also been placed on record.


Since complete information to the satisfaction of the applicant-appellant stands provided, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer, 
O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Barnala







   …Respondent

CC- 3079/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Basant Singh, Supdt. and Nikhil Kumar, clerk. 


Vide RTI application dated 30.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought information on five points pertaining to plantation, installation of railings, street lights and repairs undertaken in the office etc. 


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 05.10.2012.


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

Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.


Sh. Nikhil Kumar, clerk, appearing on behalf of the respondent submitted that the former Executive Officer-cum-PIO Sh. Ravinder Kumar during the relevant period has since been transferred and posted as Executive Officer, Improvement Nawanshahr and that he is also holding additional charge of the Executive Officer at Phagwara.   He further stated that Sh. Baljit Kumar, SDO who has also been transferred and posted as Asstt. Trust Engineer, Rajpura, did not hand over the relevant records at the time of transfer and hence the information has not been provided to the applicant.   He added that presently, Sh. Parkash Singh Sandhu is the Executive Officer of the Trust who is also holding additional charge as such in Kapurthala.


In view of the submissions made by Sh. Nikhil Kumar, Sh. Baljit Kumar, Asstt. Trust Engineer, Improvement Trust, Rajpura shall be treated as the ‘Deemed PIO’ for the purposes of the present case.  


Taking into account that no information has so far been provided to the complainant despite lapse of about four months which is much beyond the prescribed time limit of 30 days, S/Sh. Ravinder Kumar, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Nawanshahr; Parkash Singh Sandhu, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Barnala; and Baljit Kumar, Asstt. Trust Engineer, Improvement Trust, Rajpura are hereby issued show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on them till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, they are also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  They may take note that in case they do not file their written reply and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex parte. 


They are further directed to ensure their personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Respondent PIO is directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date fixed, along with complete relevant records, for perusal of the Commission. 


Adjourned to 30.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.








  Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

1.
Sh. Ravinder Kumar, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Nawanshahr;

2.
Sh. Parkash Singh Sandhu, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Barnala.

3.
Sh. Baljit Kumar, Asstt. Trust Engineer, Improvement Trust, Rajpura


For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.


    

 
      
              …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Barnala







   …Respondent

CC- 3088/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Basant Singh, Supdt.  


Vide RTI application dated 24.08.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought information pertaining to the encroachments made by 38 persons in the Awa Basti (Colony), near Improvement Trust, Barnala as also about the rehabilitation of the persons in unauthorised occupation of land in Sunder Nagar of Shaheed Sewa Singh Thikriwala town.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 05.10.2012.


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

Complainant is not present today.  However, a communication dated 04.12.2012 has been received from him agitating that the information provided by the respondent vide letter no. 1535 dated 29.11.2012 is not complete.   However, Sh. Basant Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the provided information is complete in all respects.


From a perusal of the case file, it is clear that complete information as per application dated 24.08.2012 has been provided by the respondent vide letter dated 29.11.2012.  As such, there is no point in granting any further date in the matter.


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.


    

 
      
              …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Patiala







   …Respondent

CC- 3089/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Nikhil Kumar, clerk.


Vide RTI application dated 08.08.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought to know as to who is the owner of land underneath road / passage from the site of State Bank of Patiala to the boundary wall of the Hospital.  He also sought to know if there was any encroachment on the said land.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 05.10.2012.


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

Complainant is not present today.  However, Sh. Nikhil Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the requisite information has already been provided to the complainant vide their letter no. 2166/B dated 16.11.2012.   He also submitted a copy of the said letter containing written acknowledgment dated 16.11.2012 from Simmy who is said to be the daughter-in-law of the complainant.


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer, 
O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Barnala







   …Respondent

CC- 3090/12

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide RTI application dated 24.08.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought complete file pertaining to rehabilitation of the persons in unauthorised occupation in Sunder Nagar area.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 05.10.2012.


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


Complainant is not present today.  However, he has sent a photocopy of Memo. no. 3418 dated 19.11.2012 received by him from the respondent.   There is a note from Sh. Jindal stating that the provided information is not complete.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent, which clearly amounts to disrespect to the RTI Act, 2005 and its various provisions.  As such, PIO - Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Additional Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Patiala is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


On the next date fixed, the PIO shall appear personally before the Commission along with the relevant records, for perusal of the Commission.


Adjourned to 30.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
Copy to: 

Sh. Rajesh Kumar,

Additional Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Patiala.  


For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Subhash Kumar

s/o Sh. Jai Dev,

Krishna Stationers,

Patiala Gate,

Sangrur


    

 
      
              …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Sangrur




        
 

   …Respondent
CC- 1806/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. V.K. Gupta, Executive Officer.


Complainant, vide his RTI application dated 21.02.2012, addressed to PIO, Office of  Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sangrur, sought photo copy of the drawings, which have been approved by the Municipal Council, Sangrur relating to the gate of plot of Sh. Umesh Kumar S/o Sh. Shiv Dyal, Sunami Gate Sangrur and owner of Deepak Photostat, Patiala. On receipt of this RTI application, PIO-cum-EO, MC, Sangrur vide letter No. 1993/Rent dated 05.03.2012, wrote back to the Complainant that he should mention the date of passing of the drawings of the said plot.  Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commis       
sion, received in it on 07.03.2012 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 13.09.2012 when apart from the complainant, Sh. Subhash Chander, Supdt. came present on behalf of the respondent and  the case was posted to 30.10.2012 when the Respondent PIO was afforded another opportunity to provide the relevant information to the complainant. 


Today, Sh. V.K. Gupta, Executive Officer, submitted copy of a letter dated 12.12.2012 whereby the complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant has been provided.  The receipt of the same has been duly acknowledged by the complainant.   Besides, a communication dated 20.12.2012 has also been received from Sh. Subhash Kumar praying for disposal of the case in the light of receipt of complete information from the respondent. 


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
