STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Manjit Singh,

Village Chaunke,Tehsil Phool,

District:  Bathinda-148109.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Public Instructions(S),

Punjab,Sector-62,Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Director, Public Instructions (S),


Punjab, SAS Nagar Sector-62 Mohali.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.2715 of 2013     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Ms. Rupali Tanwar, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(SE), on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13.09.2013,  addressed to PIO, office of  DPI(SE) sought an Inquiry Report with regard to recruitment of 70 PTI teachers. 
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 17.10.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 18.11.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005  which was received in the Commission on 13.12.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

The respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 6/241-2013 G;(8), dated 23.01.2014. She further states that the information has also been provided to the appellant by hand in their office. She submits one copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
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4.

The appellant is not present nor any observation regarding non-supply of information   has been received from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied.  
5.

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









Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Baljinder Kaur,

V&PO Siviyan,

Tehsil & District Bathinda.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o District Education Officer(E),

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Education Officer(E),


Bathinda.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2687 of 2013    

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Jasbir Singh, Junior Assistant, office of D.E.O.(E), Bathinda, on behalf of the respondents.


Ms. Baljinder Kaur, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 17.10.2013, addressed to PIO, office of  D.E.O.(EE) Bathinda, sought certain information on nine  points regarding selected Teaching Fellows belonging to Backward Classes.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application  dated  21.11.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 04.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005,  which was received in the Commission on 10.12.2013  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

The respondent states that the appellant was asked vide letters dated 24.11.2013 and 11.01.2014 to collect the information from  the office. He further states that the appellant was also asked on telephone on 12.02.2014 to collect the 
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information but she insisted that she would receive the information in the office of the Commission. The respondent has brought the information for handing over the same to the appellant today in the court but the appellant is not present. Therefore, the respondent is directed to supply the information to the appellant by registered post. The appellant is advised to send her observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to 13.05.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation. 









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Inderjit Malhotra,
H.No. Bxv/282-B, Dhangu Peer,

Tehsil & District Pathankot.





…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o District Education Officer(SE),
Lamini (Pathankot).

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Education Officer (SE),

Lamini ( Pathankot).






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2689 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Amit Kumar, Junior Assistant of the office of D.E.O.(SE) Pathankot, on behalf of the respondents. 


Smt.  Inderjit Malhotra, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 09.09.2013, addressed to PIO, office of  District Education Officer, Lamini(Pathankot), sought certain information on three  points with regard to an inquiry conducted on her complaint dated 06.08.2013.
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  11.10.2013   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application  dated  06.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 10.12.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

The respondent states that the requisite information has been sent to 
the appellant vide letter No. 7170-71, dated 20.02.2014. The appellant is not 
present. While affording one more opportunity to her to  pursue her case, she is advised to send her observations, if any, to the PIO on the provided information under intimation to the Commission.
4.

Adjourned to 13.05.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sampuran Singh,
Ex-Member Zila Parishad,

V&PO Bakipur,

The.& Distt. Tarn Taran.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Additional Deputy Commissioner
(Development) Tarn Taran.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2092 of 2013    

Order

Present: 
None is present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents. 


Shri Sampuran Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 28.06.2013, addressed to PIO, office of ADC(Development), Tarn-Taran sought certain information with regard an inquiry conducted into the allegations of encroachment by Shri Gurcharan Singh, Sarpanch, VPO: Bakipur, Distt. Tarn-Taran. 
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 23.09.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 which was received in the Commission on 25.09.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 03.12.2013.
3.

On 03.12.2013 Shri Rajbir Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered a copy of letter No. 4469 dated 09.09.2013 vide which the requisite information was supplied to the appellant by registered post. Since the appellant pleaded non-receipt of the same, a copy thereof had been handed over to him in the court. The appellant was asked to send his observations on the provided information, if any, to the PIO and the PIO was directed to remove the same within a week. The case was adjourned to 08.01.2014.
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4.

On 08.01.2014, neither the appellant nor any of the respondents was present and no communication from either of the two had been received. In the interest of justice, while affording one more opportunity, the case was adjourned  for today.

5.

Today again, none is present for the parties nor any communication has been received from them,  which  shows that the appellant is satisfied with the provided information and he does not want to pursue the case any more. 

6.

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









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ranvir Singh,.
City Heart Nagar,Hoshiarpur Road,

Phagwara, Distt: 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 Kultarnjit Singh, on behalf of the  Appellant
Shri Surjit Singh, Lecturer English, 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 today.

3.

A perusal of case file reveals that identity proof has not been submitted by Shri Ranvir Singh, Appellant. Therefore, he is directed to submit his identity proof. Shri Surjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, states 
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that  voluminous information belonging  to third party has been demanded by the appellant. After perusing the sought information, PIO is directed to supply the requisite information as available on their record within 30 days with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to 13.05.2014 at 2.00 P.M.





 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Madan Lal Thapar,
Former Sarpanch,H.No.1,

Prof.Jaswant Rai Colony,

Village Bambian Wal.PO Kukar Pind,

District Jalandhar.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner of Police,
Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2363 of 2013    

Order

Present: 
Shri Madan Lal Thapar, Appellant, in person. 
Shri Bhagwant Singh Gill, D.S.P.(HQ)-cum-APIO and Shri Pars Ram, ASI, on behalf of the respondents. 
The case was last heard on 08.01.2014 when Shri Pars Ram, appearing on behalf of the respondents, reiterated the stand taken in letter No. 1383 dated 05.07.2013 vide which information was declined on the ground that the inquiry in the matter is pending with Additional Deputy Commissioner of Police(Hqrs.), Jalandhar. On the other hand, Shri Madan Lal Thapar, appellant, narrated his tale of woes stating that a false case had been registered against him and members of his family by the Police. The matter was discussed at length and consequently, it was considered appropriate to send a copy of the order to  Shri Rahul S. Kumar, Deputy Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar to get the matter investigated and help the appellant to get the requisite information at an early date. 
2.

Today, Shri Pars Ram, ASI, reiterates that the requisite information cannot be provided to the appellant as the matter is under investigation. As per directions of Shri  Rahul S. Kumar, Deputy Commissioner of Police, the appellant has submitted a fresh application. The appellant states that there is still  no progress 
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In the investigation as a result of which they are being unnecessarily  harassed continuously. The matter has been brought to the notice of Shri Ishwar Singh, Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar on telephone who has assured that he will get the matter  properly investigated by an IPS officer. Accordingly, the appellant is advised to see the Commissioner of Police alongwith Shri Pars Ram, ASI to narrate the facts of the case to him. 



3.

Adjourned to 10.04.2014  at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Shri Ishwar Singh, 



(By Registered Post)


Commissioner of Police,



Jalandhar.

2.
Shri Rahul S. Kumar,



Deputy Commissioner of Police,



Jalandhar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Satish Kumar Jain,
H.No.318,Vijay Inder Nagar,

Daba Road, Ludhiana-141003.




…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,
Hoshiarpur.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2323 of 2013  
Order

Present: 
Shri Satish Kumar Jain, appellant, in person.
Shri Malkiat Singh, Sadar Kanungo, office of Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, on behalf of the respondents. 


The case was last heard on 08.01.2014 when Shri Malkiat Singh, Sadar Kanungo, office of Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur,  appearing on behalf of the respondents,  stated that the relevant information for the year 1958-1959 was not available in the office record. Accordingly, the respondent-PIO was directed to file a duly sworn affidavit, on the next date of hearing i.e. today, stating complete facts including factum of non-availability of the information for the said period. 
2.

Today, Shri Malkiat Singh, Sadan Kunungo, office of Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, appearing on behalf of the respondents, reiterates that the information is very old and is not available in their record. As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, he submits an affidavit from Shri Harminder Singh, PCS, Additional Deputy Commissioner-cum-PIO, Hoshiarpur to the effect that the record has been searched  but  the information sought by the appellant is   available in their record and therefore, the requisite information could not be provided to the appellant. The respondent states that the appellant has been asked to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him. 
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3.

After detailed discussion, it has been mutually agreed by both the parties that the appellant will inspect the record in the office of PIO on 25.03.2014 and identify the documents required by him and after the identification of documents, the respondent-PIO will provide the same on the spot to the appellant.  
4.

Adjourned to  10.04.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2014


             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 Kairon, appellant, in person.
Shri Dharam Pal Verma, Senior Assistant, office of Director Local Government and Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, Building Branch, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents. 


The case was last heard on 08.01.2014,  when none was present for the parties. However, a fax message was received from the appellant seeking an adjournment on the ground of ill-health. 
2.

The appellant states 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 Shri S.S.Bindra, Assistant Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana but complete information has not been provided to him as yet even a period of 1 year has lapsed. Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, 
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appearing on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, states that he has not 
brought any information today. 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 is hereby 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 is 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. In case she does not file her written reply and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it shall be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte.
3.

Adjourned to 07.05.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:04-03-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

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 Kairon, appellant, in person.

Shri Dharam Pal Verma, Senior Assistant, office of Director Local Government and Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, Building Branch, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents. 



The case was last heard on 08.01.2014,  when none was present for the parties. However, a fax message was received from the appellant seeking an adjournment on the ground of ill-health. 

2.

The appellant states 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 
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has not been provided to him as yet even a period of 1 year has lapsed. Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, appearing on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, states that 

he has not brought any information today. 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 is hereby 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 is 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. In case she does not file her written reply and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it shall be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte.

3.

Adjourned to 07.05.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:04-03-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

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.1123 of 2013     

Order

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

Shri Dharam Pal Verma, Senior Assistant, office of Director Local Government and Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, Building Branch, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents. 



The case was last heard on 08.01.2014,  when none was present for the parties. However, a fax message was received from the appellant seeking an adjournment on the ground of ill-health. 

2.

The appellant states 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 information has not been provided to him as yet even a period of 1 year has lapsed. Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, 
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appearing on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, states that he has not 
  brought any information today. 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, are  hereby 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 are  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. In case they do  not file their  written reply and do not avail themselves  of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it shall be presumed that they have  nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them  ex-parte.

3.

Adjourned to 07.05.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:04-03-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, 


(Registered)
Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana
 Public Information Officer,

  Office of Director Local Government, Punjab,
 Sector:17, Chandigarh. 

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 Kairon, appellant, in person.

Shri Dharam Pal Verma, Senior Assistant, office of Director Local Government and Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, Building Branch, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents. 



The case was last heard on 08.01.2014,  when none was present for the parties. However, a fax message was received from the appellant seeking an adjournment on the ground of ill-health. 

2.

The appellant states that he submitted his RTI application on 30.01.2013 to PIO of the office of Director, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh,  for seeking information on 15  points pertaining to Shri S.S.Bindra, Assistant Town 
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Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana but complete information has not been provided to him as yet even a period of 1 year has lapsed. Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, 

appearing on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, states that he has not 

 brought any information today. 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, are  hereby 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 are  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. In case they do  not file their  written reply and do not avail themselves  of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it shall be presumed that they have  nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them  ex-parte.

3.

Adjourned to 07.05.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:04-03-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, 


(Registered)
Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana
Public Information Officer,

Office of Director Local Government, Punjab,

 Sector:17, Chandigarh. 
