STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri R. K. Sharma,

# 228, Garden Colony,

Mission Road, Pathankot – 145001,





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,

R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal,

R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1200 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri R. K. Sharma, appellant, in person.

Shri Kewal Singh, Advocate,  and Shri Madan Lal, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri R. K. Sharma, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 12.10.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Principal, R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya, Pathankot – 145001, sought certain information on two  points in respect of the appointment of Dr. Sushma Sharma as lecturer  Hindi-cum-Sanskrit for the period from 05.08.1985 to 30.06.1988.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  09.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 13.03.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was 
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received in the Commission on the same day   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 27.05.2014.
3.

On 27.05.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the case might be adjourned to some other date as he wanted  to make a written submission. However, the respondent PIO  was  directed to supply the requisite complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.  On  the request of the Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case was adjourned for today.
4,

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents states that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant states that some information has been supplied but some other information is still pending. Consequently, the asked for information is discussed in detail in the court. After the discussion, the Respondent-PIO is directed to supply the requisite information since 1995 till date after compiling the same, before the next date of hearing. 
5.

Adjourned to 28.08.2014 at 2.00 P.M. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:02-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri R. K. Sharma,

# 228, Garden Colony,

Mission Road, Pathankot – 145001,




…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,

R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal,

R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1201 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri R. K. Sharma, appellant, in person.

Shri Kewal Singh, Advocate,  and Shri Madan Lal, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri R. K. Sharma, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 19.10.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Principal, R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya, Pathankot – 145001, sought certain information on five points with regard to grants, balance sheets, Bank statements, deposits in respect of R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya, Pathankot – 145001,for the period from 01.04.2007 to 31.03.2013.

2.

The PIO vide letter No. AC/RTI/2737, dated 13.11.2013 refused to supply the information on the ground that the information asked for is vague, voluminous, pertaining  to third persons and the matter being subjudice. Being not satisfied with the reply, Shri R. K. Sharma he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide 
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application dated  09.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 
and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 13.03.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 27.05.2014
3.

On 27.05.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated  that the case might  be adjourned to some other date as he wanted  to make a written submission. However, the respondent PIO  was  directed to supply the requisite complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents makes a written submission from the Principal, R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Pathankot, which is taken on record. In the written submission, the Principal has interalia submitted as under:-

(1)
That information sought by the applicant is weak in nature as the applicant sought information regarding financial status of the society from the period of 01.04.2007 to 30.09.2013. In the information the applicant has not specified that what is exactly required by him from the financial record of the society and secondly the information sought by the applicant is voluminous in nature. It is difficult for the college and the society to retain the record for such a long period. 

(2)
That  the matter is already sub-judice in the Court of Law whatever the decision of the Court will come, the respondent will honour the same. 

(3)
That since the information sought by the appellant pertains to a period beyond the statutory period of twenty years prior to the date on which the request for supply of information has been made, as such, the said information does not fall within the purview of the Act and cannot be sought under the provisions of the Act. 
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5.

Consequently, the asked for information is discussed in detail in the court. After the discussion, the Respondent-PIO is directed to supply the Balance Sheets for the years 2011-2012, 2012-2013 and 2013-2014  to the appellant, before the next date of hearing. 
6.

Adjourned to 28.08.2014  at 2.00 P.M.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:02-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri R. K. Sharma,

# 228, Garden Colony,

Mission Road, Pathankot – 145001,





…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,

R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal,

R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1216 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri R. K. Sharma, appellant, in person.

Shri Kewal Singh, Advocate and Shri Madan Lal, Clerk,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri R. K. Sharma, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 23.09.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Principal, R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya, Pathankot – 145001, sought certain information on two points with regard to number of students in each class in Sanskrit, Fine Arts, Hindi, Political Science and Music for the last 10 years i.e. from 2001 to 2011 alongwith copies of attendance register and  the number of students and number of sections in Hindi Department in every academic session from 2001 to 2011 and the list of teachers teaching Hindi subject. 
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2.

The PIO vide letter No. AC/RTI/2212, dated 27.09.2013 refused to supply the information on the ground that the information asked for is vague and the application is not in the prescribed form.  Besides, the application has been filed with malafide
intentions to obstruct the proper functioning of the college and an educational institution 
with limited staff.  Being not satisfied with the reply, Shri  R. K. Sharma  filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  09.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 13.03.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.06.2014, which was further adjourned for today   on the request of the appellant.
3.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents makes a written submission from the Principal, R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Pathankot, which is taken on record. In the written submission, the Principal has interalia submitted as under:-
(1)
That information sought by the applicant is weak in nature as the applicant sought information regarding financial status of the society from the period of 01.04.2007 to 30.09.2013. In the information the applicant has not specified that what is exactly required by him from the financial record of the society and secondly the information sought by the applicant is voluminous in nature. It is difficult for the college and the society to retain the record for such a long period. 

(2)
That  the matter is already sub-judice in the Court of Law whatever the decision of the Court will come, the respondent will honour the same. 
(3)
That since the information sought by the appellant pertains to a period beyond the statutory period of twenty years prior to the date on which the request for supply of information has been made, as such, the said information does not fall within the purview of the Act and cannot be sought under the provisions of the Act. 
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4.

Accordingly,  the appellant is directed to make a written submission to the PIO asking for specific information, which is required by him and the Respondent-PIO is directed to supply the requisite information in a tabulated form to the appellant before the next date of hearing 
5.

Adjourned to 28.08.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:02-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Ranvir Singh,.

City Heart Nagar,Hoshiarpur Road,

Phagwara, District:Kapurthala.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, Govt. Inservice Training Centre,

Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Director, SCERT, Punjab,


Sector-62, Mohali.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2702 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
Shri Kultaranjit Singh, on behalf of the  Appellant

Shri Hukam Singh, PIO-cum-Principal  and  Shri Surjit Singh, Lecturer English, Government Inservice Training Centre Hoshiarpur,  on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri Ranvir Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.06.2013,  addressed to PIO, office of Principal, Govt. Inservice Training Centre, Hoshiarpur. sought certain information on 14  points regarding Attendance Registers, G.P.F., leaves, orders etc. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application  dated  12.08.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 09.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 which was received in the Commission on 12.12.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 04.03.2014. 
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3.

On 04.03.2014, Shri Surjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that  voluminous information belonging  to third party had been demanded by the appellant. After perusing the sought information and finding that the demanded information does not relate to third party,  PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant  as available on their record within 30 days with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 13.05.2014.
4.

On 13.05.2014, Shri Surjit Singh, Lecturer English, appearing  on behalf of the respondents stated that the information running into 570 pages had been supplied to the appellant. Shri Kultaranjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the appellant stated that the provided information was  incomplete and he had pointed out the deficiencies in the provided information. While sending a copy of the deficiencies pointed out by the representative of the appellant to Shri Hukam Singh, Principal, Government Inservice Training Centre, Hoshiarpur, he  was  directed to bring complete information after removing the said deficiencies for handing over the same to the appellant in the court on the next date of hearing,  failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Accordingly, Shri Hukam Singh, PIO-cum-Principal, Government Inservice Training Centre, Hoshiarpur is present in person today. He hands over information running into  460 pages to the appellant in the court today.  He states that some information running into about 568 pages has already been supplied to the appellant. He makes a written submission to the effect that the complete information, as available on their record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to the instant RTI application is available with them. 
6.

In these circumstances, the case is disposed of and closed.  








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 02-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Paramjit Singh,
R/o Village: Majra Mann Singh Wala,

Tehsil Amloh,  District: Fatehgarh Sahib – 147203.


…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayat,
Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.



…Respondent
Complaint  Case No.  1239 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Budh Ram, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 14.01.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Paramjit Singh,  sought various information/documents with regard to pond in the Village: Majra Manna Singh Wala, Tehsil Amloh, District: Fatehgarh Sahib.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Paramjit Singh filed a complaint dated  29.03.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  23.04.2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

The respondent submits a copy of  letter No. 3/13/2010-P-6/8261, dated 12.06.2014, addressed to the complainant and a copy endorsed to the Commission,  vide which requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. 
4.

The complainant is not present. However, a letter has been received from him through e-mail informing the Commission  that he is unable to attend the hearing today as he is ill and confined to bed. Shri Budh Ram, Senior Assistant, appearing on 
behalf of the respondent reiterates  that complete information,  running into 6 pages, as available on record,  has been supplied to the complainant.
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5.

In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a 

complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have 

no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As 

such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

6.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

7.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

8.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 02-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Smt. Padma Sharma, 
# 205, Sector: 38-A, 

Chandigarh.








…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Faridkot.








…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1274 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Akhil Kumar, on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Ramesh Kumar, Head Constable(581) Faridkot, on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 10.09.2013,  addressed to the respondent, Smt. Padma Sharma, sought various information/documents in respect of Shri Gittan Singh S/o Shri Pala Singh, resident of Village Bigiana, Tehsil and District: Faridkot(Police Station Sadar Faridkot). 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Smt. Padma Sharma filed a complaint dated  nil
with the Commission,  which was received in it on  28.04.2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

Shri Ramesh Kumar, Head Constable, appearing  on behalf of the respondent submits a letter No. 706/RTI, dated 01.07.2014 to the Commission from PIO-cum-Senior Superintendent of Police, Faridkot,  which is taken on record. Vide the said letter it has  been informed that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant twice vide letter No. 1048/RTI, dated 13.09.2013 and letter No. 
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499/RTI, dated 16.05.2014 by registered post. A copy of the provided information has also been enclosed with the above said letter dated 01.07.2014. The respondent reiterates that complete information has been supplied to the complainant to her satisfaction  and Shri Akhil Kumar, appearing on behalf of the complainant, confirms it. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 02-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Kuldeep Singh,
S/o Shri Davinder Singh,
Village: Prem Singh Wala,

Tehsil: Samana, District: Patiala.





…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,
SAMANA, District: Patiala.






…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1266 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated18.02.2014,   addressed to the respondent, Shri               Kuldeep Singh sought a report of works done by Gram Panchayat Prem Singh Wala under NAREGA Scheme.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Kuldeep Singh filed a complaint dated 24.03.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 24.04.2014  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

None is present for the parties. One more opportunity is afforded to them to pursue their case. The PIO is directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission.
4.

Adjourned to 16.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 02-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Vijay Kumar,
S/o Late Shri R.D.Joshi, 

House No. C-14, Model Town,

Kharar-140301, District: Mohali.






…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Technical University,
Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1554 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Amarinder Singh, Senior Assistant, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar and Shri Gurjinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of Shri Puneet Sharma, Advocate for the respondents. 

Shri  Vijay Kumar, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated nil,        addressed to PIO, office of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar,   sought certain information on 24 points with regard to observer duty for PTU Examination -2013.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 03.04.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated nil  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22.04.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

A letter dated nil has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend the hearing today due to some personal problems and he has requested to take suitable decision in his absence.
4.

A letter No. PTU/RTI/N/2790, dated 27.06.2014 has been received from SPIO(Nodal Officer), PTU, Jalandhar addressed to the appellant and a copy endorsed to the Commission, vide which requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. 
5.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents seeks some more time to study the case. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission, failing which it will be presumed that he is received the requisite information to his satisfaction.
6.

Adjourned to 16.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:02-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

H.No.7, Indra Market,Gill Road,

Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Local Government, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,


Department of Local Government.


Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

3.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.

4.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1131 of 2013     

Order
Present: 
 Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents   and Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of Shri Surinder Bindra, ATP.



The case was last heard on 04.03.2014,  when the appellant stated that he submitted his RTI application on 04.02.2013 to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab,  for seeking information on 22 points pertaining to 
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Shri S.S.Bindra, Assistant Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana but complete information had not been provided to him as yet even a period of 1 year had lapsed.

Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, appearing on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, stated that he had not brought any information. Taking a very callous and lackadaisical approach  of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, seriously  in the instant case, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was issued a show-cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on her for not supplying  information to the appellant. In  addition to the written reply, the PIO was  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 i.e. today. It was made clear that in case she did  not file her written reply and did  not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that she had  nothing to say and the Commission would  proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. The case was adjourned to 07.05.2014. 
2.

On 07.05.2014, Shri Satish Malhotra, Draftsman(HQ), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, appearing  on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, submitted  a letter No. 195/A.T.P.(HQ)/PIO, dated 07.05.2014 from Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal Corporation Ludhiana, appending therewith a reply to the show-cause notice issued toSmt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-Cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Vide above noted  letter, Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, had requested the Commission to exempt Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, Assistant Town Planner-cum-PIO(H.Q), Drawing & Building Branch from personal appearance today as her continuous presence is required  to  carry  out a major demolition drive  in Ludhiana planned  by Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on 07.05.2014. 
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3.

Since Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-Cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and the appellant were  not present,   the 

case was  Adjourned with the  directions that the PIOs of the offices of Principal Secretary Local Government, Director Local Government, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur and the appellant must be present on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.


4.

Today, Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-
PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana is present. She states that no paper relating to the instant case came to her notice before,  though the instant RTI application stands transferred to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana from PSLG under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005. She  further states that the information asked for at Points No. 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 11, 12, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21 relates to the office of PSLG  and Point No. 6 relates to Municipal Corporation, Phagwara and Points No. 8, 9, 10 relate to Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar. Accordingly, the PIOs of the office of PSLG, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana  Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar and Municipal Corporation, Phagwara are directed to supply the information relating to their offices  to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 

5.

During hearing, it is noted with concern that in this case RTI application was submitted by the appellant to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary  Local Government  on 04.02.2013 for seeking information on 22 counts and it is very strange that till date it is not clear as to what  information is to be provided by which office,  though a period of 17 months has lapsed. In this background,  I would like to call upon Shri Davinder Singh, PCS, Additional Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to apprise  the Commission of the present status of the case vis-à-vis its  factual position,  in person on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 
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6.

A copy each of the order is forwarded to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab and Director Local Government, Punjab, to ensure that the requisite information is supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 

7.

Adjourned to 16.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:02-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
Principal Secretary Local Government,




Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



2.
Director Local Government, Punjab,




Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



3.
Shri Devinder Singh, PCS,



Registered




Additional Commissioner-cum-

First Appellate Authority,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



4.
Public Information Officer,



Registered




Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.



5.
Public Information Officer,



Registered




Municipal Corporation, Phagwara.

6.
Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, 


Registered
Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

H.No.7, Indra Market,Gill Road,

Ludhiana.









…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Local Government, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,


Department of Local Government.


Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

3.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.

4.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1117 of 2013     

Order

Present: 
 Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents and Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of Shri Surinder Bindra, ATP.



The case was last heard on 04.03.2014,  when the appellant stated that he submitted his RTI application on 30.01.2013 to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab, for seeking information on 15  points pertaining to Shri S. S. Bindra, Assistant Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana but 

complete information had not been provided to him as yet even a period of 1 year had 

lapsed. Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, appearing on behalf of Municipal Corporation, 
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Ludhiana, stated that he had not brought any information. Taking a very callous and 
lackadaisical approach  of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, seriously  in the instant case, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was   issued a show-cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on her for not supplying  information to the appellant. In  addition to the written reply, the PIO was also  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. It was made clear that in case she did  not file her written reply and did  not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would  be presumed that she had nothing to say and the Commission would proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. The case was adjourned to 07.05.2014.
2.

On 07.05.2014, Shri Satish Malhotra, Draftsman(HQ), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, appearing  on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, submitted  a letter No. 195/A.T.P.(HQ)/PIO, dated 07.05.2014 from Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal Corporation Ludhiana, appending therewith a reply to the show-cause notice issued to Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-Cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Vide above noted  letter, Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, had requested the Commission to exempt Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, Assistant Town Planner-cum-PIO(H.Q), Drawing & Building Branch from personal appearance today as her continuous presence was  required  to  carry  out a major demolition drive  in Ludhiana planned  by Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on 07.05.2014. 

3.

Since Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-Cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and the appellant were  not present today, 
the case  was adjourned for today  with the  directions that the PIOs of the 
offices of Principal Secretary Local Government, Director Local Government, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur and the appellant must be present on the next date of hearing. The case 
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was adjourned for  today. 

4.

Today, Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-
PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana is present. She states that no paper relating to the instant case came to her notice before,  though the instant RTI application stands transferred to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana from PSLG under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005. She  further states that the information asked for at Points No. 4,5,6,7,13,14,15 relates to the office of PSLG  and Point No. 8 relates to Municipal Corporation, Phagwara. Accordingly, the PIOs of the office of PSLG, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana  and Municipal Corporation, Phagwara are directed to supply the information relating to their offices  to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 

5.

During hearing, it is noted with concern that in this case RTI application was submitted by the appellant to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government  on 30.01.2013 for seeking information on 15 counts and it is very strange that till date it is not clear as to what  information is to be provided by which office,  though a period of 18 months has lapsed. In this background,  I would like to call upon Shri Davinder Singh, PCS, Additional Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to apprise  the Commission of the present status of the case vis-à-vis its  factual position,  in person on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 

6.

A copy each of the order is forwarded to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab and Director Local Government, Punjab, to ensure that the requisite information is supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 

7.

Adjourned to 16.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:02-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Principal Secretary Local Government,



Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.
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2.
Director Local Government, Punjab,




Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



3.
Shri Devinder Singh, PCS,



Registered




Additional Commissioner-cum-

First Appellate Authority,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



4.
Public Information Officer,



Registered




Municipal Corporation, Phagwara.

5.
Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, 


Registered
Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

H.No.7, Indra Market,Gill Road,

Ludhiana.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Local Government, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,


Department of Local Government.


Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

3.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.

4.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1123 of 2013     

Order

Present: 
 Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

Smt. Swaranjit Kaur, Superintendent-cum-PIO,  office of Director Local Government; Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents   and Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of Shri Surinder Bindra, ATP.



The case was last heard on 04.03.2014, when the appellant stated that he submitted his RTI application on 04.02.2013 to PIO of the office of Director, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh,  for seeking information on 22  points pertaining to Shri S.S.Bindra, Assistant Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana but complete 
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information had not been provided to him as yet even a period of 1 year had lapsed. Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, appearing on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, stated that he had  not   brought any information. Taking a very callous and lackadaisical approach  of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, vis-à-vis the PIO of the office of Director Local Government, Punjab,  seriously  in the instant case, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  and PIO of the office of Director Local Government Punjab, were issued a show-cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on them  for not supplying  information to the appellant. In  addition to the written reply, they were   also  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 i.e.today. It was made clear that in case they did  not file their  written reply and did not avail themselves  of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed,  it would  be presumed that they had   nothing to say and the Commission would  proceed to take further proceedings against them  ex-parte. The case was adjourned to 07.05.2014.
2.

On 07.05.2014,  Smt. Swaranjit Kaur, Superintendent-cum-PIO,  office of Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh submitted  a reply to the show-cause notice issued to her on the last date of hearing vide letter No. 16592, dated 07.05.2014,   which  was  taken on record. In the written reply and orally in the court today, she had submitted that the RTI application of the applicant and his first appeal filed before First Appellate Authority had been transferred to Local Government-1 Branch  vide letters No. 6516, dated 21.02.2013  and No. 12993, dated 08.04.2013 respectively  as the matter related to them.  In the last she had  requested the Commission to drop the show-cause notice issued to her on 04.03.2014.   

3.

Shri Satish Malhotra, Draftsman(HQ), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, appearing  on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, submitted  a letter No. 195/A.T.P.(HQ)/PIO, dated 07.05.2014 from Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal 
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Corporation Ludhiana, appending therewith a reply to the show-cause notice issued to

Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-Cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Vide above noted  letter, Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, had  requested the Commission to exempt Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, Assistant Town Planner-cum-PIO(H.Q), Drawing & Building Branch from personal appearance as her continuous presence was  required  to  carry  out a major demolition drive  in Ludhiana planned  by Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on 07.05.2014. 

4.

Since Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-Cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and the appellant were  not present,  the case was adjourned with the  directions that the PIOs of the offices of Principal Secretary Local Government, Director Local Government, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur and the appellant must be present on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-
PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana is present. She states that no paper relating to the instant case came to her notice before,  though the instant RTI application stands transferred to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana from PSLG under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005. She  further states that the information asked for at Points No. 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 11, 12, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21 relates to the office of PSLG  and Point No. 6 relates to Municipal Corporation, Phagwara and Points No. 8, 9, 10 relate to Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar. Accordingly, the PIOs of the office of PSLG, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana  Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar and Municipal Corporation, Phagwara are directed to supply the information relating to their offices  to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 

6.

During hearing, it is noted with concern that in this case RTI application was submitted by the appellant to the PIO of the office of Director  Local Government  on 04.02.2013 for seeking information on 22 counts and it is very strange that till date it is not clear as to what  information is to be provided by which office,  though a period of 
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17 months has lapsed. In this background,  I would like to call upon Shri Davinder 
Singh, PCS, Additional Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to apprise  the Commission of the present status of the case vis-à-vis its  factual position,  in person on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 

7.

A copy each of the order is forwarded to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab and Director Local Government, Punjab, to ensure that the requisite information is supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 

8.

Adjourned to 16.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:02-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

1.
Principal Secretary Local Government,




Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



2.
Director Local Government, Punjab,




Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



3.
Shri Devinder Singh, PCS,



Registered




Additional Commissioner-cum-

First Appellate Authority,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



4.
Public Information Officer,



Registered




Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.



5.
Public Information Officer,



Registered




Municipal Corporation, Phagwara.

6.
Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, 


Registered
Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

H.No.7, Indra Market,Gill Road,

Ludhiana.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Local Government, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,


Department of Local Government.


Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

3.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.

4.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1102 of 2013     

Order

Present: 
 Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.
Smt. Swaranjit Kaur, Superintendent-cum-PIO,  office of Director Local Government; Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents   and Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of Shri Surinder Bindra, ATP.


The case was last heard on 04.03.2014,  when the appellant stated that he submitted his RTI application on 30.01.2013 to PIO of the office of Director, Local 
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Government, Punjab, Chandigarh,  for seeking information on 15  points pertaining to Shri S.S.Bindra, Assistant Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana but complete information had not been provided to him as yet even a period of 1 year had lapsed. Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, appearing on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, stated that he had not  brought any information. Taking a very callous and lackadaisical approach  of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, vis-à-vis the PIO of the office of Director Local Government, Punjab,  seriously  in the instant case, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  and PIO of the office of Director Local Government Punjab, were  issued a show-cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on them  for not supplying  information to the appellant within stipulated time frame as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.  In  addition to the written reply, they were   also  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. It was made clear that in  case they did   not file their  written reply and did not avail themselves  of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that they had  nothing to say and the Commission would  proceed to take further proceedings against them  ex-parte. The case was adjourned to 07.05.2014.
2.

On 07.05.2014, Smt. Swaranjit Kaur, Superintendent-cum-PIO,  office of Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh submitted  a reply to the show-cause notice issued to her on the last date of hearing vide letter No. 16593, dated 07.05.2014,   which  was  taken on record. In the written reply and orally in the court today, she had explained that the information had been asked for by the appellant on 15 points of which points No. 1 to 11 and point No. 13 related  to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana whereas points No. 12 , 14 and 15 related to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh. In the last she had requested the Commission to drop the show-cause notice issued to her on 04.03.2014. 
3.

Shri Satish Malhotra, Draftsman(HQ), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, 
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appearing  on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, submitted  a letter No. 
195/A.T.P.(HQ)/PIO, dated 07.05.2014 from Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal Corporation Ludhiana, appending therewith a reply to the show-cause notice issued to Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-Cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Vide above noted  letter, Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, had requested the Commission  to exempt Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, Assistant Town Planner-cum-PIO(H.Q), Drawing & Building Branch from personal appearance as her continuous presence  was required  to  carry  out a major demolition drive  in Ludhiana planned  by Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on 07.05.2014. 

4.

Since Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and the appellant were  not present,  the case  was  adjourned for today  with the  directions that the PIOs of the offices of Principal Secretary Local Government, Director Local Government, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur and the appellant must be present on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-
PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana is present. She states that no paper relating to the instant case came to her notice before,  though the instant RTI application stands transferred to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana from PSLG under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005. She  further states that the information asked for at Points No. 4,5,6,7,13,14,15 relates to the office of PSLG  and Point No. 8 relates to Municipal Corporation, Phagwara. Accordingly, the PIOs of the office of PSLG, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana  and Municipal Corporation, Phagwara are directed to supply the information relating to their offices  to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 
6.

During hearing, it is noted with concern that in this case RTI application was submitted by the appellant to the PIO of the office of Director Local Government on 30.01.2013 for seeking information on 15 counts and it is very strange that till date it is not clear as to what  information is to be provided by which office,  though a period of 18 months has lapsed. In this background,  I would like to call upon Shri Davinder Singh, 
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PCS, Additional Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority, Municipal Corporation, 
Ludhiana to apprise  the Commission of the status of the case vis-à-vis its  factual position,  in person on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 
7.

A copy each of the order is forwarded to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab and Director Local Government, Punjab, to ensure that the requisite information is supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 
8.

Adjourned to 16.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:02-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
Principal Secretary Local Government,




Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



2.
Director Local Government, Punjab,




Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



3.
Shri Devinder Singh, PCS,



Registered



Additional Commissioner-cum-

First Appellate Authority,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



4.
Public Information Officer,



Registered



Municipal Corporation, Phagwara.
5.
Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, 


Registered
Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana
