STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Mansa Ram,
85-G, Gobind Nagar,

Model Town, Patiala.
    ……………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,
Youth Services, Pb, 

Chandigarh.

……………………..Respondent

CC No.2267 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Mansa Ram, Complainant


(ii)Sh. Charanjit Singh, APIO, on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard
2.
Sh. Charanjit Singh  APIO-cum Director Youth Services Punjab states that this information relating to Patiala district is to be given by the Asstt. Director and he is being directed to provide the information as per the proforma of the Complainant within 15 days. Complainant has specifically asked to provide the information regarding one day and ten day camps. In case the information is not supplied to the Complainant as directed, the persons responsible for the supply of information should be present on the next date of hearing personally for further action by the Commission against them.
3.
Adjourned to 20.03.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated 8th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Kashmira Singh,
# 328 CX, Model Town,

Ludhiana.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,
Secy to Govt.Pb,

Local Govt., Sec-17/C,

Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2282 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Kashmira Singh, Complainant
(ii)Sh. Hakam Singh, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf 0f the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.

Sh. Sham Lal Saini appearing on the behalf of the Complainant states that the he has been provided with the requisite information today in the Commission. Complainant is directed to go through the same and point out deficiency if any within 15 days and the Respondent is further directed to remove the deficiencies if any pointed out by the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 14.03.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated 8th February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Jagat Singh,
# B3/MCH/235,

Near Bahadur Chowk,

Post Office, Opp.

Snatam Dharam, Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur.

       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,
Welfare Deptt., Welfarecell,

(Nonplan), Pb, CHD.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2269 of 2007
None
ORDER

2.
Complainant has sent a postal order (returned by the Respondent) to the Commission with the request to direct the PIO to accept the postal order and supply the information. In response to his application, the Respondent has advised the Complainant that PIO in this case is Joint Secretary and he should deposit the fee in the Treasury and copy of the chalan be sent so that the required information be supplied. Since, the prescribed fee has not been paid to the Respondent; no action is required to be taken on his complaint. The postal order sent to the Commission be returned to the Complainant with the direction to apply a fresh as advised by Respondent.
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-

                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Raj Arora,
8- Arora Niwas,

Daim Ganj, Amritsar.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2225 of 2007
Present:
(I) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Vijay Bhardwaj, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard
2.
Sh. Vijay Bhardwaj, Inspector attended the Commission on behalf of the Respondent and states that the required information is ready and the copy of the same is taken on record. He has been directed to send the copy of the information to the Complainant immediately and If the Complainant finds any deficiency, he should intimate the Commission and the Respondent thereabout. 3.
Disposed of. However, the Complainant may apply for re-opening of the case if complete information as requested by him is not supplied. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,
National Consumer Awareness,

Group, 1525/1, St No. 33,

Preet Nagar, New Shimla Puri,

Ludhiana.
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1964of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Sanjiv Uppal, APIO-cum-Suptd., on behalf of the 

   
               Respondent 
ORDER


Heard
2.
Complainant is absent.  Sh. Sanjiv Uppal, APIO-cum-Suptd., Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has given a copy of letter no. 208/RTI/SZD dated 06.02.08 written to the Complainant. Complainant is directed to go through the same and point out deficiencies if any to the Respondent within 10 days from the receipt of these orders. Respondent is further directed to remove the deficiencies pointed out if any before the next date of hearing. If the deficiency pointed out by the Complainant is not removed, Sh. Tej Preet Singh, ATP Zone-D and Sh. Subhash Ghosla, Record Keeper (Building branch) Zone-D, and the concerned officers of the Town Planning should personally appear on the next date of hearing in the Commission.
3.
Adjourned to 14.03.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-

                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th February, 2008
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Pritika,
# 372-C, Pocket-2,

Mayur Vihar, Phase-1,

Delhi.
           …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

(New Building) Near Moti Bagh Palace,
Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 403 of 2007
None 
ORDER

Neither the Appellant nor the Respondent is present. One more opportunity is given to the parties concerned with this case to appear before this Commission
2.
Adjourned to 20.03.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,(President),
National Consumer Awarness Group,

R/o B-29, 60/35P/330,

St No.8, Maha Singh Nagar,

Daba Lohara Road, P.O-Dhandari,

Kalan, Ludhiana.
                                    …………………………….Complainant     
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1965 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh, Complainant
(ii) Sh. Sanjeev Uppal, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the   Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that as directed by the Commission during the last date of hearing he has been provided information with respect to his second application but in respect of his first application the information relating to the list of the works allotted to Sh. Tejinder Singh and the copy of the enlistment as contractor has not been provided to him in spite of his personal visits to the office of the Corporation many times. APIO appearing on behalf of the PIO states that Sh. K.S. Kahlon is held up on the way due to break down of his vehicle and he has come to attend the Commission in some other cases and he has been asked on the telephone to attend this case also and further states that he has no knowledge why the required information has not been supplied to the Complainant.
Contd……P-2
-2-

3.
Commission has taken a very serious view for non compliance of the orders dated 10.01.08 and PIO is directed to provide the information to the Complainant within 7 days from the receipt of these orders. 
4.
Adjourned to 28.02.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th February, 2008
Note : Sh. M.P.Bhatia, Suptd.-cum-APIO appeared after the hearing was over and states that the required  information is ready with him and he has provided the copy of the same to the Commission which may be sent to the Complainant also, who is directed to go through the same and point out deficiencies  within one week from the receipt of these orders to the Respondent. PIO and the concerned XEN Sh. H.S. Khosa (B&R) should personally be present on the next date of hearing.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Dinesh Berry,
Berry Farm, (Opp. Fauji Dhaba),
Dugri Road, P.O-Millerganj,

Ludhiana.
                   …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2258 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Dinesh Berry, Complainant
(ii) Sh. Sanjeev Uppal, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the     Respondent.
ORDER


Heard
2.

Complainant states that no information has been supplied to him by  the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. APIO Sh. Sanjeev Uppal states that the required information is to be supplied by Sh. Balkar Singh Brar, Senior Town Planner as the complaint has been marked to him for supplying the information and further states that this information is also to be supplied by Area Inspector, Head Drafts-Man and Drafts-Man. Respondent is directed that the required information be supplied within a week’s time from the receipt of the orders. In case of non compliance of orders of the Commission the entire concerned staff should be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith concerned record.
3.
Adjourned to 14.03.08 (2.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,(President),

National Consumer Awarness Group,

R/o B-29, 60/35P/330,

St No.8, Maha Singh Nagar,

Daba Lohara Road, P.O-Dhandari,

Kalan, Ludhiana.
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1958 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh, Complainant
(ii) Sh. Sanjeev Uppal, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the   Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
2. During the last hearing, Respondent was directed to give the name and address of the concerned third parties so that notices could be issued to them for their appearance in the Commission and to explain why information as asked for by the Complainant should not be disclosed. PIO is not present, APIO Sh. Sanjeev Uppal, appeared on behalf of the Respondent is not aware of the facts of this case and states that he has been directed by Mr. Kahlon to appear on his behalf as his vehicle broke down on way to Chandigarh. It has been observed that PIO is taking the orders of the Commission very lightly and no serious efforts have been made by him to provide the information to the Complainant. 
Contd….P-2

-2-

3.
In the above circumstances, there is sufficient basis for the Commission to prima facie presume that the information in this case has deliberately not been provided to the Complainant by the Respondent. Accordingly, notice is hereby ordered to be served through registered post to the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to show cause, on the next date of hearing, as to why the penalty of Rs.250/- per day, for each day that the information has not been provided in respect of his application dated 01.11.07, after 30 days from the receipt of the above mentioned applications, should not be imposed upon him under Section 20, of the RTI, Act 2005.

4.
Adjourned to 28.02.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies      of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-

                                                        (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Darshan Singh,
R/o Vill-Aloona Tola,

P.O-Aloona Pallah Via-Khanna,

Ludhiana.
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2070 of 2007
None
ORDER


As this case has already been dismissed vide my order dated 11.01.08, no further proceeding are required to be taken in this case.

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh .Ramesh Adya,
S/o Sh. Amir Chand,

# 983, Phallan Adan,

Ludhiana.
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
MC, Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1954 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Ramesh Adya, Complainant
(ii) Sh. Sanjeev Uppal, Suprintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
2.

PIO is absent. Sh. Sanjeev Uppal APIO appearing on behalf of the PIO states that he is not aware of the facts of the case. The Respondent was directed during last hearing to provide the address of Smt. Kamlesh Rani w/o Sh. Parveen Kumar but no action had been taken by the Respondent on the directions of the Commission. Complainant states that he is aware of the address of Smt. Kamlesh Rani. He is directed to provide the same to the Commission. Notice be given to Smt. Kamlesh Rani w/o Sh. Parveen Kumar to appear in person or through an authorized representative to show as to how the information sought is exempt from disclosure under the RTI Act 2005. Commission has taken a very serious view of the working of the PIO for not adhering to the orders of the Commission. 
3.
Adjourned to 28.03.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Amrit Pal Garg,
E-769, Phase-VII,

Focal Point, Ludhiana.
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Information Officer,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2286 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Amritpal Garg, Complainant
(ii) Sh. Sanjeen Uppal,  Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
2.

Complainant states that the incorrect and misleading information has been supplied to him by the APIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Sh. Sanjeev Uppal who is attending the hearing on behalf of the PIO is not aware of the facts of the case and further states that this information is to be provided by the XEN. APIO states that it is not possible for him to supply all the information as the application has been down marked to the concerned persons. XEN along with the PIO is directed to supply the information within 7 days and also directed to appear on the next date of hearing personally to explain the reasons for non compliance under the RTI ACT, 2005.
3.
Adjourned to 14.03.08 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-

                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th February, 2008
