STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

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

St No.8, Maha Singh Nagar,

Daba Lohra 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 Dhamotia, Complainant



(ii) Sh. H.S.Khosa, XEN, Sh. M.P.Bhatia, APIO, on behalf of the 


   Respondent

ORDER


Heard.

2.
Sh. H.S.Khosa, XEN was called during the last hearing to personally appear for today’s hearing. Today, he states that the record relating to the enlistment of Tejinder Singh Bajwa as Contractor is not available in his office.   Sh. H.S.Khosa states that record relating to the enlistment of Sh. Tejinder Singh Bajwa , Contractor is with the circle office. It has been observed that the PIO is not taking his duties under the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness. The required information has still not been supplied to the Complainant on the plea that it is not traceable. 

3.
Complainant states that he has asked for the list of work carried out by Sh. Tejinder Singh Bajwa, after his enlistment. He further states that he has been 
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provided with the list of works carried out after 2001 with the building and road branch only and requested that complete list of works done by Sh. Tejinder Singh 
Bajwa, since 1995 for water supply and sewerage work and building and road work should also be supplied as requested in his application for information. 

4.
Respondent is directed to ensure that the proper enquiry is conducted regarding the loss of record and action taken against the erring official  be informed to the Commission on the next date of hearing and if required FIR may also be lodged.  

5.
During the earlier hearing, the APIO informed that information regarding enlistment is to be provided by Sh. H.S.Khosa, XEN and Commission. accordingly, ordered that Sh. H.S.Khosa be treated as PIO under Section 5 (5) and a show cause notice to PIO and as well as to Mr. H.S.Khosa deemed PIO was issued on the last date of hearing that why penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 be not be imposed on them.  Today, Mr. H.S.Khosa states that this information is not with him but is with the circle office. PIO of the Corporation is directed to submit an affidavit before the next date of hearing why penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on him.

6.
Adjourned to 24.04.08 (02.00PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Jasbir Singh, Computer Clerk,
Municipal Corporation,

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

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1847 of 2007
Present:
(I) Sh. Jasbir Singh, Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that in his application dated 24.08.2007, he has asked for information on 5 points. The information demanded relates to certain office notings. In order to facilitate this matter, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, was directed to give a personal hearing to the Complainant on 13.02.2008. During the hearing on 29.02.2008, Complainant stated that he was not satisfied with the personal hearing and moreover the documents asked by him had not been supplied.. Again during the last date of hearing on 11.03., PIO was absent but I directed that PIO should complete the file duly page marked and should show the same to the Complainant on 19.03.2008.  But in today’s hearing, Complainant states that he has not been shown any file inspite of the Commission’s order. 
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3.
PIO/APIO is directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing 
along with the complete record for which information has been asked by the Complainant. It has been observed that PIO is not taking his duties with the sufficient seriousness.
4.
In the above circumstances, there is sufficient basis to prima facie presume that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the Complainant by the Respondent. Accordingly, I call upon the Respondent to show cause, by filing an affidavit before the next date of hearing, as to why penalty under Section 20, of the RTI, Act 2005 be not imposed on him.

3..
Adjourned to 24.04.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Gian Deep Singh,
S/o Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

# 10,  VPO. Lalru,

Tehsil Dera Bassi,

Distt-Mohali.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,
Zila Parishad,

Patiala.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1569 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Gian Deep Singh, Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Vide my order passed on the last date of hearing, PIO was directed to appear personally before the Commission and explain the reason for the delay in supply of information. Despite this direction of the Commission, PIO has neither supplied the certified copies of information nor has he appeared before the Commission. 
3.
In the above circumstances, there is sufficient basis to prima facie presume that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the Complainant by the Respondent. Accordingly, I call upon the Respondent to show cause, by filing an affidavit before the next date of hearing, as to why penalty under Section 20, of the RTI, Act 2005 be not imposed on him.
3..
Adjourned to 11.04.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th  March , 2008
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Sarabhjit Singh Kahlon,
Kahlon Vill Opp, Tele, Exchange,

VPO-Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,
Arya College.  Opp.

Police Lines.  Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2235 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Sarabhjit Singh Kahlon, Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him. He has been supplied misleading and false information. In his application for information he has asked about the lease of the Arya College grounds to the Ludhiana District Cricket Association but the Respondent has denied this fact and has informed the Complainant that the ground has never been leased and LDCA has been verbally granted permission to train young cricketers since long. Complainant further states that he is not satisfied with this reply. He has shown certain documents, which according to him indicate that there must be an agreement between the LDCA and Arya College. He strongly refutes the claim of the Arya College. Complainant states that if the ground is not given on the lease then the Respondent should explain the terms of the arrangement with the LDCA. According to him the LDCA has complete control over the grounds.
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3.
Respondent is directed to clarify that if there is no written agreement with the LDCA then how LDCA is having full control over the ground of the Arya College.  
4..
Adjourned to 09.05.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha,
# 2017/11, Sector-45/C,

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

O/o S.M.O,
Civil Hospital,

Baba Bakala,

Amritsar.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1562 of 2007
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Upkaar Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that he has come with a draft of Rs. 1000/- for making the payment to the Complainant for compensation as ordered by the Commission. Since Complainant is not present, Respondent is directed to send the bank draft to the Complainant by post immediately.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th  March , 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,
R/o B-29, 60/35P/330,

St No.8, Maha Singh Nagar,

Daba Lohra 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 Dhamotia, Complainant


(ii) Mr. Roni, Steno to PIO, on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant  vide his application dated 28.06.07 asked for information from the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  about the annual increments and property details of Sh. Kamaljit Singh, SDO, Mr. Bhullar SDO, Mr. Singla J.E. & Mr. Sharma, SE. APIO of the Corporation in response to this application for information has informed him that the officers about whom he has sought the information have given in writing that their personal information should not be disclosed to anybody without their consent.  During the first hearing on 10th January 2008, Respondent was directed to provide the addresses of the third party within 15 days so that notices are issued to them for their personal appearance. During the second hearing on 8th February, 2008, APIO Sh. Sanjiv Uppal appeared on behalf of the Respondent and stated that he is not aware about the facts of case. He further stated that he was directed by Mr. K.S.Kahlon, 
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PIO to appear on his behalf as his vehicle had broken down on the way to Chandigarh. On account of this lukewarm attitude of the Respondent, a direction was issued calling upon the PIO to show cause why action should not be taken against him under section 20 of the RTI Act 2005.
3.
In spite of direction by the Commission, PIO or his representative did not attend the next hearing i.e. 28th February 2008 nor provided the address of the concerned officers as directed by the Commission during the previous hearing.
4.
Today again on the 4th hearing PIO/APIO is absent and Sh. Roni, Steno to PIO attended the Commission but he has again not brought the addresses. He states that the PIO is not well and is on leave and promised that addresses will be provided today itself to the Commission for issue of notices.

5.
Complainant has also desired that he should be compensated for the detriment suffered by him. In spite of four hearings before the Commission information has not been supplied. I have no doubt in my mind that this state of affairs has come about on account of the absence of adequate machinery for handling the RTI work in Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. MC, Ludhiana is thus, squarely responsible for the fiasco. I, therefore, order that compensation be paid by the M.C. Ludhiana, to the Complainant i.e.250/- per date of hearing. Since, four hearings have taken place, a compensation of Rs.1000/- be paid to the Complainant within 15 days.

6.
PIO is also directed to submit an affidavit within 15 days in response to the show cause notice already issued to him.

7.
Adjourned to 24.04.08 (02.00PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th  March , 2008
