STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION,PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. R.K.Maurya,
Hall No.1, Opp to Room NO.106,

1st Floor, Lawyers Complex,

Distt-Courts, Ludhiana.
    ……………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.



……………………..Respondent

CC No.1309 of 2007
Alongwith

CC No. 1308 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant in either of  these  two cases.


(ii) Sh. K.S.Kahlon, PIO, the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent states that all the staff as ordered during the last date of hearing is present except the Town Planner who is busy in connection with the information on an unauthorized building to be prepared immediately. Regarding issue of show cause notice, Respondent states that all the information as available in their record stands already supplied to the Complainant. However, as pointed out during the last hearing regarding Item (c) of CC-1309/2007, the information relating to commercial complexes, hotels and marriage palaces in terms of their name, location, area, floors and owners etc. is not available in their record and further states that since the owners of these buildings keep on changing and also make additions and alterations without their knowledge so this information is not available. He further states that whatever information was available, as demanded in CC-1308/2007 and CC-1309/2007 the same has already been given to the Complainant. It is also stated that there is no proper system in the Corporation relating to the processing and serving the RTI requests which are being received in large number every month.  Complainants ask for approval / sanctions of different buildings even 20 to 30 years old which is difficult to find out and further requested that the notice issued under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 may be withdrawn.
3.
In conclusion, however, I am constrained to take adverse note of the slip-shod manner in which the Municipal Corporation office had handled these RTI applications. This is also not the first time that this commission has been 
constrained to take such a view on the functioning of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Corporation needs regular system of dealing with RTI applications. Since, it is a public authority with vide public inter-action which 
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would necessarily receive RTI applications that require to be dealt with promptitude. Commissioner, MC Ludhiana will examine this matter and bring about the necessary systemic improvements so that an efficient mechanism to handle and serve the RTI requests is put in place. The needful be done within one month with intimation to the Commission. Facts and circumstances of the instant case leave no manner of doubt that the delay in the supply of information has resulted mainly on account of the systemic deficiencies in the establishment of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana in the matter of processing and serving RTI requests. It is not a case where the failure to serve the RTI request has been occasioned by an indifferent or negligent attitude of the PIO. It, therefore, can not be held that he Respondent PIO has not furnished the information without any reasonable cause. In these circumstances, I am of the view that penal provisions of Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 are not attracted. No action against the Respondent PIO is, thus, called for. Resultantly, the prayer for penalizing the Respondent PIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 is declined.
4.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd February, 2008
Note: After the hearing, a letter from Mr. R.K.Maurya is received in which he has stated that he is suffering from cervical pain for the last few days and due to this it is difficult for him to attend the Commission and further prayed the case may be decided on merits in his absence or adjourned to some other date.
                                                        Sd/-   

                                                       (Kulbir Singh)

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION,PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Vinay Kumar Adya,
B-V-1033, Rai Bahadur Road,

Ludhiana.

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

O/o Improvement Trust,
Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2275 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Vinay Kumar, Complainant


(ii)Sh. Harinder Singh PIO-cum-Suptd, the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant submits that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him as it is not legible and has requested that he may be shown the original record or legible copies may be supplied to him. Complainant may go to the office of the Respondent on 05.03.08 to inspect the record. The Respondent is directed to provide to the Complainant the copies pointed out by him during the inspection of the record. The Complainant also submits that the information supplied by the Respondent is not complete. Respondent should, therefore, supply the remaining information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 19.03.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22nd February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION,PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Varinder Kumar,
# 2882/8, Cinema Road,

Sirhind, Distt-Fatehgarh Sahib.

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

O/o Executive Officer,
MC, Sirhind, Distt-Fatehgarh Sahib.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2210 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Jaswinder Singh PIO
ORDER


Heard.
2.
The Respondent states that the required information has been given to the Complainant on 20.02.08. Copy of the same has also been sent to the Commission. In the absence of Complainant, it is presumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied. However, he is free to approach the Commission in case he is not satisfied with the information supplied.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner

Dated:   22nd February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION,PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Nirdosh Kumar,
102-C, Udham Singh Nagar,

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

O/o Executive Officer,
Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2096 of 2007
Present:
(I) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Harinder Singh PIO-cum-Suptd.
ORDER


Heard.
2.

Respondent states that the information as ordered during the last date of hearing was sent to the Complainant vide letter No.705 dated 24.01.08. The Complainant is absent. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,
5-C Phase-1, Urban Estate,

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

O/o DDPO,
Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2230 of 2007
Present:
None 
ORDER



Complainant has sent a letter that he has received the information and his application should be filed.

2.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

                                                     Sd/-  
                                                      (Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner

Dated:   22nd February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Gurcharan Singh,
# 85-C, Raj Guru Nagar,

Ludhiana-141004 (Pb).
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2208 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Harjinder Singh PIO-cum-Superintendent, the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the information has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 1322 dated 19.02.08. Complainant is not satisfied with this information and has asked about the action taken on his complaint which was received in their office (dairy no. 6720). Respondent is directed to intimate the action taken on the Complainant’s representation before the next date of hearing. PIO states that he does not have sufficient staff and computer etc. to prepare the information and in this connection E.O of the Improvement Trust may look into the requirements of the PIO so that prompt action is taken on RTI applications.
3.
Adjourned to 19.03.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner

Dated:   22nd February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Dr.K.C.Arora,
Happy Clinic Basti,

Tanka Wali, Ferozepur.
    …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Nagar Council,

Ferozepur.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2289 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Vikas Dhawan Inspector on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has already been sent to the Complainant on 14.02.08. Complainant is absent. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied. However, he is free to approach the Commission, in case of any deficiencies.

 3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                            (Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner

Dated:   22nd February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Baljit Singh Sarpanch,
VPO-Chajjawal Teh.Jagroan,

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

O/o DEO (S),
Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2222 of 2007

None
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. One more opportunity is given to the parties to appear and present their case.
3.
Adjourned to 19.03.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner

Dated:   22nd February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Raj Kumar BHagat,
# 26-A, Gurcharan Park,

Near Kochar Market, 

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

O/o D.E.O (S),
Jalandhar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 814 of 2007
None
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. One more opportunity is given to the parties to appear and present their case.
3.
Adjourned to 19.03.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner

Dated:   22nd February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Dr. Ramesh Kumar,
# 12942, St No.2,

Parjapat Colony,

Near Sepal Hotel,

Bathinda.

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

O/o DEO,
Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2273 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Harpinder Singh Social Studies Teacher on behalf of the  Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.

Respondent states that the required information has already been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 918-19 dated 03.12.07 intimating that no person bearing the description “Smt. Kamaljit Kaur D/o Sh. Gurjinder Singh W/o Dr. Ramesh Kumar” is working in their school and that only Ms. Kamaljit Kaur (unmarried) daughter of Sh. R.S.Gill is working there. Complainant is not present. It is, therefore, presumed that he would be satisfied with the information delivered. 
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-

                                              (Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner

Dated:   22nd February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Ashok Kumar,
Samti Clerk, Panchauat Samti,

Dhariwal, Distt-Gurdaspur.

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

O/o BDPO, Dhariwal,
Distt-Gurdaspur.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2229 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Sukhdev Singh, BDPO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant is absent. Respondent states that the required information has been given to the Complainant. 
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


   Sd/-`
                                                                     (Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner

Dated:   22nd February, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION,PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Satpaul Markund,

# B XXXIV-11050,

Prem Nagar, Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana.

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

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1305 of 2007
Present:
(i) Satpal Markund, Complainant


(ii) Sh. K.S.Kahlon, PIO, the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant states that the correct information is not being provided to him regarding item no. 1. The Respondent has given the copy of the letter dated 05.09.07 to the Complainant today regarding item no.1 and further states that no other letter is available on record in this regard and also explained that mobile tower is not functioning.
3.
Regarding item no. 2, it is stated that as per record there is no such permission with Mr. Jain regarding the installation of mobile tower on the roof of first floor of building i.e. Navkar Department Store and further stated that a court case is going on in the court of civil judge Senior Division, Ludhiana with the company i.e. Tower Vision India Pvt. Ltd. etc. Where they have stated that they have not granted permission to install the tower
4.
Regarding Item No. 3, it is stated that there is no record available with the Respondent regarding this building, the building being very old. PIO stated that as directed during the last hearing, all staff is present except Town Planner, who is busy with preparation of urgent information in connection with an unauthorized building and further requested that the show cause notice 
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issued to him should be withdrawn as they have supplied all the information which was available in their record to the Complainant and they have not deliberately delayed the supply of the information and further states that there is no proper system in the Corporation regarding maintenance of old record and efforts are being made to set it right in such a way that the required information can be promptly retrieved and given to the Complainant.

5.
In conclusion, however, I am constrained to take adverse note of the slip-shod manner in which the Municipal Corporation office had handled these RTI applications. This is also not the first time that this commission has been constrained to take such a view on the functioning of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Corporation needs regular system of dealing with RTI applications. 
Since, it is a public authority with vide public inter-action which would necessarily receive RTI applications that require to be dealt with promptitude. Commissioner, MC Ludhiana will examine this matter and bring about the necessary systemic improvements so that an efficient mechanism to handle and serve the RTI requests is put in place. The needful be done within one month with intimation to the Commission. Facts and circumstances of the instant case leave no manner of doubt that the delay in the supply of information has resulted mainly on account of the systemic deficiencies in the establishment of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana in the matter of processing and serving RTI requests. It is not a case where the failure to serve the RTI request has been occasioned by an indifferent or negligent attitude of the PIO. It, therefore, can not be held that he Respondent PIO has not furnished the information without any reasonable cause. In these circumstances, I am of the view that penal provisions of Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 are not attracted. No action against the Respondent PIO is, thus, called for. Resultantly, the prayer for penalizing the Respondent PIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 is declined.

6.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22ndFebruary,2008
