STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

M.S. Toor (Advocate),

First Seat, Back Side D.C. Office,

Opposite Bachat Bhawan,

New Courts, Ludhiana.





…..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar.







……Respondent

CC No.1459 of  2007

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Mr. Jaswant Singh Dhillon, Assistant  District Transport Officer-cum-APIO, for the Respondent.

                                   -----



Mr. Jaswant Singh Dhillon, A.D.T.O., has  filed  an Affidavit, dated 22.05.2008, pursuant to the directions given vide my order dated 25.04.2008.  In this Affidavit he has indicated that he is an Assistant Public Information Officer and not the Public Information Officer. 
2.
        Notice under Section 20 was given to Mr. Jaswant Singh Dhillon, Assistant District Transport Officer and Mr. Dhyan Singh, Assistant District Transport Officer vide my order dated 25.04.2008 because Mr. Vimal Setia, District Transport Officer, Amritsar had stated before me that the  aforementioned Mr. Jaswant Singh Dhillon, A.D.T.O. was the Public Information Officer in the office  since December, 2007 and that prior to him, Mr. Dhyan Singh was the Public Information Officer. 
3.

 The aforementioned statement of Mr. Vimal Setia has not been accepted by Mr. Jaswant Singh Dhillon, A.D.T.O. in his Affidavit. He maintains that he is only an A.P.I.O.  
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4.

In the aforementioned fact situation, it needs  to be clarified as to who was the Public Information Officer at the time when the information request in the instant case was made and dealt with.  

5
          I, therefore, call upon the present District Transport Officer, Amritsar to produce the entire record  before me on the next date of hearing indicating the 
appointment of P.I.O. in his office.  
6.

Mr. Vimal Setia, who was the D.T.O. at the relevant time, should also give in writing regarding the person/s  who was/were designated  as  the P.I.O. in his office.   



The case is adjourned to 20.06.2008 for further proceedings.

           
Copies of the order be sent by  Registered Post to both the parties as also to Mr. Vimal Setia (presently posted as Additional Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar).
      
      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



                       State Information Commissioner.

Dated, May 23, 2008.


cc:      Mr. Vimal Setia,

                      Additional Commissioner,



 Municipal Corporation,



 Amritsar.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Gian Chand Aggarwal,

S/o Rameshwar Dass,

# 106, Phase VII, SAS Nagar,

Mohali.



  
                               
  
       …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).



                 
 
    ……. Respondent

CC No. 846  of  2008
ORDER

Present :    Mr. Gian Chand, Complainant,  in person.

Representative, Ms. Baljit  Kaur, Senior Assistant, for the  Respondent.




                 -----



The requisite information, copy of the change of ownership of a property, has been handed over to the Complainant in my presence today.



The case  is disposed of and closed.
           
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

      
      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



                       State Information Commissioner.

Dated, May 23, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Harcharan Singh,

S/o Lt. Jaswant Singh,

338, Phase – VI,

Mohali.


  
                               
           

        …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Chief Administrator,

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

SAS Nagar ( Mohali).



                 
 
    ……. Respondent

CC No. 789 of 2008
ORDER
Present  :    Mr. Harcharan Singh, Complainant in person.

Representative, Mr Santosh Kumar Bains, S.D.E.,for the Respondent.




----

Heard both the parties.



The Respondent  says a clear, legible and  certified  copy of  Phase-VI, Mohali master- plan will be given to the Complainant  within 07 working days from today,  as also  the names and addresses of officers/officials mentioned in his application dated 02.04.2008. He assures to give photo copies of the orders, if any,  on  the change of  the land use from a   park  to a school.
2. I direct  that the requisite information on all the following  03 points  :

1) Photo copy of Master Plan, Phase VI of Mohali;

2) Names/addresses of officers/officials of GMADA; and 
3) Orders on change of  land use; if any,  from a park to a school,

be  given to the Complainant within 15 working days from today with a compliance  report   to the Commission.

The case is adjourned to  20.06.2008  for confirmation.

    Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  






          (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



                   State Information Commissioner.

Dated, May 23, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Brij Mohan Jhamb,

Municipal Quarter No. 2, 

Tankiwali Gali, Dashmesh Nagar,

Moga.

  
                               
           


         …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,Local Govt, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







                 
 
    ……. Respondent

CC No. 767 of 2008

ORDER

Present  :    Mr. Brij Mohan Jhamb, Complainant, in person.



Representative, Mr. Hakam Singh, Supdtt. for the Respondent.





----



The Complainant  filed two separate applications under the Right to Information Act, 2005 on 26.02.2008 seeking information about two officials of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

2.

The  Respondent in a letter   to the Complainant on 20.05.2008 denied  him  the information  on the ground that it pertains to the third party.

3.

From the replies the Respondent’s representative, Mr. Hakam Singh, APIO, gave today, it emerges that he did not follow the prescribed procedure while sending his reply to the Complainant on 20.05.2008, viz. sending a notice under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act to the two officials concerned, namely, (i) Joint Commissioner, M.C. Ludhiana, Mr. Ashok Kumar Bajaj and (ii) Assistant Commissioner, M.C. Ludhiana, Mr. Vinod Kumar Sharda.
4.

Since this procedure was not followed by the Respondent, it is directed that the  Deputy Registrar, State Information Commission send a notice to Mr. Bajaj and Mr. Sharda under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, through Registered Post, along with a copy of the respective applications  filed by 
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the Complainant under the Right to Information Act on 26.02.2008 for ready  reference.
5.
The Complainant also did not spell out what  “public interest” is involved in seeking  information about the two officials.  He merely said that he had been  overlooked  in promotion.
6.

It is directed that the  two officials, Mr. Bajaj and Mr. Sharda submit written reply as to why information be denied to the Complainant. The Complainant may submit in writing as to what ‘public interest’  is being served  in seeking such information.


Both the officials and the Complainant should submit their written response to the Commission within 15 working days from today.



The case is adjourned to 20.06.2008 for further proceedings.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



                   State Information Commissioner.

Dated, May 23, 2008.


cc:  1.  Mr. A. K. Bajaj, Joint Commissioner,


 Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.


       2,
 Mr. V.K. Sharda,  Assistant Commissioner,



 Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Sunita Sehgal,

H. No. 35, Guru Amar Dass Nagar,

Near Shiv Mandir,

Bye Pass, Jalandhar.





  
                               
     …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Local Govt., Punjab,

Chandigarh.




                          ..…. Respondent
CC No. 825 of 2008

                                                          ORDER
Present :  
None for the Complainant.

Representative, Mr. Hakam Singh, Supdtt.-cum-APIO,  for the Respondent.





-----



In response to the application by the Complainant dated 22.10.2007,  the Respondent  gave  a reply  on all the 04 points to the Complainant on 22.05.2008 with a copy to the Commission, which is taken on record.  The Complainant may go through this information  and submit, in writing, within 15 working days from today to the P.I.O./A.P.I.O., Local Government, Punjab, her objections, if any.


The case is adjourned to 20.06.2008 for further proceedings.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



                   State Information Commissioner.

Dated, May 23, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Taranjit Singh Lehra,

S/o S. Gurdial Singh Lehra,

11-C, Model Town,

 Patiala.

  
                               
           

        …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer,

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.



                 
 
    ……. Respondent

CC No. 786 of 2008
ORDER
Present :     Mr. Taranjit Singh Lehra,  Complainant,  in person.


Representative, Mr. Mohan Pal, Supdtt., for the Respondent.






----



Heard both the parties.



The Respondent in a letter to the Complainant on 21.04.2008 had sent  replies on 05 points. In respect of 03 points (a), (c), and (d ), the Respondent says that this  information pertains to the Revenue Department. However, to a question he said that they have not followed the Act, which  stipulates transfer of  R.T.I. application under Section 6(3) to the public authority concerned within 05 days of the receipt of such an application and intimation to the applicant. 
2.
         Now the Respondent says that he shall procure information on all these 03 points  (a), (c) and (d)  within 10 days from the Department  of Revenue and give the same to the Complainant.  The Complainant also avers that he is not satisfied with the reply in respect of  the point (e).
3.           I direct that the requisite information be given to the Complainant within 15 working days from today.  The information should be legible and  certified.  He should also submit a compliance report to the Commission. The Respondent assures that the complete details on point (e) will also be given to the Complainant along with rest of the information.
The case is adjourned to 20.06.2008  for further proceedings.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



                   State Information Commissioner.

Dated, May 23, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Jagir Singh,

Retd., Superintendent,

New Vishkarma Nagar,

Focal Point,

Ludhiana 141010.

  
                               
  
       …..Complainant
     Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Bathinda.




                 
 
    ……. Respondent

CC No. 755 of 2008

                                                         ORDER

Present :       Mr. Jagir Singh,  Complainant, in person.

Representative, Mr. Anand Pal Tiwari, Senior Assistant, for the Respondent.



----

Heard both the parties.



The Complainant, Mr Jagir Singh, submitted an  application under the RTI Act to Additional Chief Administrator, PUDA, Bathinda,  on  16.08.2007. He wants photo copy of letter No.545, dated 25.09.2006. 
2.

The Respondent in a letter  dated 19.05.2008, submitted  to the  Commission today, states that the requisite information  was given to the Complainant on 17.04.2007. The Respondent’s representative hands over the same information to the Complainant today also, which the Complainant says is of no relevance to him. 
3.

 The only information, the Complainant says  he is interested in,  is a copy of the above-mentioned letter ( No.545, dated  25.09.2006). 
4.

 The Respondent in the letter dated 19.05.2008 also says that the information could not be given because the application was  not in the prescribed form “A”.  It was clarified  to the Respondent today that as per a Full Bench judgement of this Commission, in CC No.1671 of  2007, dated 28.04.2008, an applicant can seek  information on plain paper or in form ‘A’ provided the 
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applicant’s particulars are clearly mentioned  when submitted on  plain paper.  In this case, though the application was on plain paper, the Complainant’s particulars are clearly mentioned and he had also  paid the requisite  application fee of Rs.10/- on 11.04.2007, vide Book No.88, Receipt No.030 issued by the  PUDA, Estate Office, Bathinda, which is on file.
5.
         The Complainant in his complaint to the Commission had also appended a Draft of Rs.50/- only drawn  on Central Bank of India, dated 16/17.03.2008, No.026008.  This is in the name of Commissioner Information  Act, 2005 Chandigarh.  This is hereby returned to the Complainant and his signatures obtained.
6.             I direct the Respondent  to  make available a certified photo copy of the demanded letter No.545, dated 25.09.2006 to the Complainant within 15 working days from today with a compliance report to the Commission.
The case is adjourned  to 20.06.2008 for confirmation.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



                   State Information Commissioner.

Dated, May 23, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

R.P. Gosain, 

President, 

Dr, Kitchlu Nagar Welfare Association ( Regd.),
28-E, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.



  
                               
     …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Local Self Government,

Govt. of Punjab, 

Chandigarh.




                 
 
    ……. Respondent

CC No. 802 of 2008

          ORDER

Present :     Mr. R.P. Gosain, Complainant, in person.



Representative, Mr. C.S. Bal, Supdtt., for the Respondent.





-----



In the instant case, the Complainant had filed application under RTI Act dated 18.01.2008, addressed to P.I.O., Local Self Government Punjab, Chandigarh. 
2.

 The representative of the Respondent, Mr. C.S. Bal, states in a letter  addressed to the Complainant dated 23.05.2008 that they  have not received any application under Right to Information Act, 2005, dated 18.01.2008.  However, an acknowledgement receipt of the  application dated 18.01.2008 is submitted to the Commission today. This is taken on record. The Respondent gives  sketchy replies to the information on 07 points which the applicant  has mentioned  in his RTI application. 
3.

As per  Mr. Bal, the reply is same in respect of  point No.1 and 2, and  says reply  to point No.07 is given.  In respect of other points, namely, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6, he says the file in question is not readily available due to shifting of Office of Local Government between Secretariat in Sector 9  and  Sector 17.
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4.

On point No.04, he says the information demanded is more than 20  years old.  This reason for denial of information is not tenable.  The fact that the event  to which  information relates is more than 20 years old does not render the  information immune  from disclosure.  Rather the lapse of 20 years results in the non-availability of exemption  in respect of clauses (b), (d), (e), (f), (g), (h) and  (j) of Section 8 (1).
5.

The  Respondent wants at least one month’s time to procure the information on the remaining points. His contention  that the information will  be given  as and  when the file is traced,  is  vague and unacceptable. 
6.

  I direct that the file in question be traced immediately and legible, certified information be made available  to the Complainant within 30  working days from today.


The case is adjourned to  04.07.2008  for confirmation.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



                   State Information Commissioner.

Dated, May 23, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Brij Mohan Jhamb,

Municipal Quarter No. 2, 

Tankiwali Gali, Dashmesh Nagar,

Moga.

  
                               
           


         …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,Local Govt, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







                 
 
    ……. Respondent

CC No. 767 of 2008

Notice
To

1.
Mr. A. K. Bajaj, Joint Commissioner,



 Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.


 2.
 Mr. V.K. Sharda,  Assistant Commissioner,



 Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana

No. PSIC/Legal/2008/

Dated, Chandigarh, the 28th May, 2008.

In the above complaint case a copy of the order dated 23.05.2008, passed by Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, Punjab, Sh. P.P.S. Gill, alongwith a copy of Form-A (i.e. application dated 26.02.2008) submitted by the Complainant seeking information under RTI Act, 2005 are sent here with for sending your reply as per Para 04 and 06 of the above order of this Commission.








              Deputy Registrar
Encls. As above.
