STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sukhdev Singh,

S/o Shri Banta Singh,

Kahnuwan Road,

Village: Dhupsarhi, 

P.O.: Govt. Polytechnic College Batala,

District: Gurdaspur – 143506.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Nodal Officer RTI-cum-Registrar,

Baring Union Christian College,

BATALA, District: Gurdaspur.





…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 2195 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the parties. 



Vide RTI application dated 21.06.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri               Sukhdev Singh, sought various information/documents in respect of Prof. Narinder Singh, Head of Computer Department. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Sukhdev Singh  filed a complaint dated 04.08.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 07.08.2014 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  18.11.2014.
3.

On 18.11.2014, since none was present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent, one more opportunity was  afforded to them to pursue their case. The PIO was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which necessary action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
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4.

A letter No. 1381, dated 16.12.2014  has been received on 19.12.2014  from the PIO, office of Nodal Officer, RTI-cum-Registrar, Baring Union Christian College, Batala, District: Gurdaspur, informing the Commission that  requisite information has already been provided to the complainant vide letter No. XR-1341, dated 19.07.2014 and letter No. XR-1366, dated 29.08.2014.  The  complainant is not present  during two consecutive hearings nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Vinod Kumar S/o Hari Chand,

H.No.B-1/695, Near N.M.S.D.High School,

Barnala.








…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Director Colonization, Punjab,

SCO-2437-2438 Sector 22 C,

Chandigarh.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  2193 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Joginder Singh, L.A. and Shri Surmukh Singh, Naib Tehsildar, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 02-07-2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Vinod Kumar   sought various information/documents  regarding Plan, Jamabandi and Fard in respect of Barnala Mandi. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Vinod Kumar   filed a complaint dated   06-08-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  07-08-2014  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  18.11.2014.
3.

On 18.11.2014, Shri Joginder Singh, L.A. and Shri Surmukh Singh, Naib Tehsildar, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, submitted  a written submission  from the PIO containing detailed facts of the case and status of provided information, which  was  taken on record. The respondent informed  that this matter was earlier placed before the Bench of Mrs. Ravi Singh, State Information Commissioner, Punjab and was disposed of and closed on 22.11.2011.  He submitted  that the complete  information, available on record, had  been supplied to the complainant. He also informed  that some 
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information was  voluminous and 65 years old. Accordingly, the complainant was directed to point out deficiencies, if any, in the provided information within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Shri Joginder Singh, L.A. and Shri Surmukh Singh, Naib Tehsildar, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, inform the Commission that no observations on the provided information have been received from the complainant. They request that the case may be closed. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nirmal Singh,

House No.895, Phase XI,

Sector 65, SAS Nagar.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Financial Commissioners Secretariat,

Administration -3 Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Financial Commissioner Secretariat,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.   2474 of 2014  

Order
Present: 
Shri Nirmal Singh Dhiman,  appellant, in person
Shri Dalip Singh, Senior Assistants, Admn.-3 Branch, Financial Commissioners’ Office, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Nirmal Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 21-03-2014,        addressed to PIO, office of Financial Commissioners Secretariat, Administration -3 Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh,  sought Action Taken Report on his representations dated 30.12.2013 and 03.03.2014 alongwith photocopy of office noting and other relevant documents.
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  21-04-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   05-08-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  06-08-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.11.2014.
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3.

On 18.11.2014, the respondent informed  the Commission that requisite information had already been supplied to the appellant. He handed  over one more copy of the information to the appellant in the court.  He submitted  a written submission from Shri Rakesh Bhalla, Joint Secretary Revenue containing  detailed facts and status of the case, which was  taken on record.

4.

 Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to submit  his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The respondent PIO  was  also directed to submit an affidavit to the effect that  the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application,  is available with them. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, respondent submits an affidavit, which is handed over to the appellant. The respondent also submits an affidavit to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
6.

After perusing the affidavit, the appellant brings to the notice of the Commission that the affidavit has not been attested. Accordingly,  the PIO is directed to send  a duly attested affidavit  to the appellant, with a copy to the Commission.  
7.

Adjourned to  04-03-2015  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector:17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Monika Jain,

House No.71, Type A I,

Sector-2, Naya Nangal-140126.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director of Public Instructions,

(Colleges) SCO No. 66-67, Sector 17C,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director of Public Instructions,

         (Colleges) SCO 66-67 Sector 17C,


Chandigarh.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2486 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the  Appellant.
Mrs. Pooja Gupta, Senior Assistant, on behalf of  the respondents.

Ms. Monika Jain, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated   09-052014, addressed to PIO, office of Director of Public Instructions, (Colleges) SCO No. 66-67, Sector 17C, Chandigarh,  sought certain information on  points. 

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  16-06-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 05-08-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  06-08-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.11.2014.
3.

On 18.11.2014, none was  present on behalf of the respondents nor any intimation had been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent 
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seriously,  one last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  would  he initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today. 
4.

Today, Mrs. Pooja Gupta, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of  the respondents, informs the Commission that requisite information has been sent to the appellant vide Memo. No. 16/5-2006-Coll. Edu-(1), dated 15.01.2015 by registered post. She submits a copy of the said Memo.  to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
5.

The appellant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received from her, which shows that she has received the information and is satisfied. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Devinder Singh,

S/o Shri Malkeet Singh,

Village: Dhilwan Nabha, Tehsil: Tapa,

District: Barnala.








…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal, Guru  Gobind Singh College,

SANGHERA,  Barnala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Public Instructions(Colleges), Punjab,


SCO No. 66-67, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2498 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Tushant Deep Garg, Counsel,   for the Appellant

Shri Anshuman Mandhar, Advocate, on behalf of Principal, Guru  Gobind Singh College, SANGHERA,  Barnala.

Shri  Devinder Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 16.01.2014 , addressed to PIO, office of Principal, Guru  Gobind Singh College,

SANGHERA,  Barnala,  sought certain information on  points on 5 points regarding Members of the Trust of the Colleges and regarding grant received from University Grants Commission during last 5 years. 
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  07.03.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 

and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  22.07.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was 
received in the Commission on  23.07.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.11.2014.
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3.

On 18.11.2014,  Ld. Counsel for Principal, Guru  Gobind Singh College, SANGHERA,  Barnala sought  a copy of RTI application of the appellant, which was  provided to him. Shri Munish Bansal, appearing on behalf of the Counsel for the appellant informed  the Commission that incomplete information had been supplied to the appellant and the appellant was  not satisfied with the reply received from the First Appellate Authority. Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Principal, Guru  Gobind Singh College, SANGHERA,  Barnala was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days with a copy to the Commission. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to Director, Public Instructions(Colleges), Punjab to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Ld. Counsel for Principal, Guru  Gobind Singh College, SANGHERA,  Barnala informs the Commission that a Civil  Writ Petition No. 1843 of 2015 has been filed by the Managing Committee, Guru  Gobind Singh College Sanghera, Barnala in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court against the orders dated 18.11.2014 passed by the Commission and the Hon’ble Court has granted stay. He submits a written submission from the PIO, which is taken on record. 
5.

In the above noted circumstances, the case is adjourned Sine-die. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
Shri Jatinder  Mohan Chowdhry,

S/o Shri Jang Raj Chowdhry,

House No. D 6/780, Main Bazar,

Kot Khalsa, P.O.: Khalsa College,

AMRITSAR.






           
…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Public Instructions(Colleges),

SCO No. 66-67, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1892 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Amarjot Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 05.05.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Jatinder Mohan Chowdhry,  sought copies of certain documents in respect of recruitment of teachers in Government Colleges of Punjab alongwith information regarding  honorarium or salary being paid to Guest Faculty Teachers.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jatinder Mohan Chowdhry filed a complaint dated 23.06.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 08.07.2014     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  13.08.2014.

3.

On 13.08.2014, the respondent stated that requisite information had been supplied to the complainant. He submitted  a copy of the provided information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. Since the complainant was not present, he was  directed to send his observations, if any,  on the provided information, to the 
PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned  to 05.11.2014, which was further postponed to 14.11.2014  due to certain administrative reasons. 
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4.

On 14.11.2014,  none  was  present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. As  per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, the complainant had  sent his observations on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. A perusal of the observations furnished by the complainant revealed  that he was  not satisfied with the provided information as the same was  incomplete. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

A letter dated 04.02.2015 has been received from the complainant through e-mail informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today due to compulsions of his job. He has requested to exempt him from personal appearance. He has further informed that he has not received any reply from the PIO regarding his observations on the provided information.  
6.

A  copy of letter dated 20.10.2014 from the complainant, containing his observations on the provided information, is handed over to the respondent. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply remaining information,  in the light of the observations of complainant, within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission. 
7.

Adjourned to  29.04.2015  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajbir Singh Dhaliwal,

Advocate, H.No.E-265, 

Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Roopnagar.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2149 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
Shri Rajbir Singh Dhaliwal, complainant, in person.


None for the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 06-03-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri                Rajbir Singh Dhaliwal,  Advocate,  sought Action Taken Reports on his representations dated 16.01.2014 and 15.02.2014 alongwith information of Voting rights of Members of National Cooperative House Building Society etc. Kharar.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Rajbir Singh  Dhaliwal     filed a complaint dated 31-07-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 04-08-2014  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  12.11.2014.
3.

On 12.11.2014, a  telephonic message was  received from Shri Rajbir Singh Dhaliwal, Complainant, informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend hearing  due to ill health. He requested to adjourn the case in the first week of February, 2015. 

4.

Since none was  present on behalf of the respondent, the PIO was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days under 
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intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. On the request of the complainant, the case  was  adjourned for today. 
5.

Today, the complainant informs the Commission that provided information is incomplete and incorrect and he has sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO. The respondent is not present during  the second consecutive hearing. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
6.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh to ensure the compliance of the orders.

7.

Adjourned to 29.04.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.








   Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Narinder Singh,

House No.7113, Sector 125,

New Sunny Enclave Greater Mohali,

SAS Nagar.









…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Circle Education Officer,

          Ladhowali Road,Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Circle Education Officer,


Laddowali Road,Jalandhar.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2346 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Narinder Singh,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Gopal Krishan, Steno, office of   Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Narinder  Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  21-02-2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Circle Education Officer, Ladhowali Road, Jalandhar, 

sought attested copies of certain documents/letters.
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   19-05-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 21-07-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22-07-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 29.10.2014.
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3.

On 29.10.2014, the appellant informed  the Commission that complete information had  not been supplied to him as yet as some information was still pending. Shri Kewal Krishan, Superintendent-cum-PIO, office of Circle Education Officer, 

Jalandhar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the information 
available in his office had  been supplied to the appellant and the remaining information
was  in the possession of Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar. He submitted  a copy of the provided information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. 
Accordingly, Shri Hukam Singh, Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar, was directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant to his satisfaction. He was  also directed to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case personally on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 18.12.2014.
4.

On 18.12.2014,  as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Hukam Singh, Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar was  present. He informed   that the information available on record had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant stated that the provided information was incomplete. Accordingly, Shri Hukam Singh, CEO, Jalandhar was  directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant and in case it is not available in their  record, then an affidavit to the effect that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information is available in their record, be submitted on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Shri Gopal Krishan, Steno, office of   Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar, appearing on behalf of the respondents,  informs the Commission that  Shri Hukam Singh, CEO, Jalandhar  is not present today as he has since retired.  The respondent  submits information to the appellant in the court today, who after perusing the information, expresses dissatisfaction stating that information in respect of Point No. 1 is incomplete as copy of relevant noting portion has not been supplied to him as yet. Since the official present today is not well conversant with the facts of the case, Shri Shinder Singh, Deputy Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar is directed to be present in person on 
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the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case and supply the remaining information to the appellant, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
He is also directed that in case any information is not available in  their record, an affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing. 
6.

Adjourned to  09.04.2015  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










Sd/-
Chandigarh



   

 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)
Date: 05-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Shinder Singh, 
Deputy Circle Education Officer, 
Jalandhar

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Dr.  Ravneet Preet Singh Bedi,

H.No.25-27,Joshi Farms, Guru Amar

Dass Avenue, Block A, Airport Road, Amritsar.




…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Registrar, Punjab Technical University,


Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1738 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Depak Saini, on behalf of the  appellant.
 Shri Puneet Sharma, Advocate; Shri Nitin Kaushal, Advocate  and  Shri Sarabjit Singh, Clerk, office of  Registrar, PTU Jalandhar, on behalf of  the respondents.


Dr.  Ravneet Preet Singh Bedi, appellant, vide an RTI application dated  20-01-2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Registrar, Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar, sought certain information/documents  on 35  points in respect of 289 students of Distance Education Programme. He sent a DD of Rs. 2000/- as documents charges.

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   25-02-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 13-05-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-05-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 07.08.2014.

3.

On 07.08.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents sought  time to enable him to study the case and enable him to supply the requisite information to the 
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appellant. On the request of the Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case was adjourned to 21.10.2014.

4.

On 21.10.2014,  Shri Deepak Saini, appearing on behalf of the  appellant, informed  the Commission that no information had been supplied to the appellant as yet. A letter dated 20.10.2014 was  received through e-mail from Shri Puneet Sharma, Counsel for the respondents requesting for adjournment of the case as he was  out of station in connection with personal work. On the last date of hearing i.e. 07.08.2014, Counsel for the respondents also sought adjournment as he wanted time  to study the case. Viewing this lackadaisical attitude of the Counsel for the respondents seriously, the PIO was directed to supply complete requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 26.11.2014.

5.

On 26.11.2014,   Ld. Counsel for the respondents submitted  reply in the court, which was  taken on record. He  informed  that the appellant is under suspension and inquiry is in progress since Augst,2013. He  further informed  that the matter is subjudice in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court and requested  that in these circumstances the information might  not be allowed to be supplied to the appellant. 

6.

The appellant submitted  that he requires the documents as he has to submit reply to the chargesheet.  He further stated  that his RTI application is not related to the Civil Writ Petition filed  in the Hon’ble Court. 

7.

The case was  discussed in detail. After hearing both the parties and going through the documents placed on record,   it was  observed that RTI application for seeking information was submitted by the applicant on 20.01.2014 and writ petition was filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court on 26.03.2014. Information should have been supplied within one month as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 i.e. 

upto 19.02.2014, which has not been done.  Therefore, the information is already late. The appellant requires the documents to enable him to file reply to the chargesheet, which has been served upon him. Therefore, notwithstanding the CWP filed in the 
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Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, the PIO was  directed to supply  complete 
information to the appellant free of cost, within 10 days, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 18.12.2014.
8.

On 18.12.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant made   written submission pointing out deficiencies in the provided information. Consequently, Ld. Counsel for the respondents handed  over  some more information to the appellant in the court.  Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to furnish  his observations, if any, on the information provided  to him  to the PIO,  with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.

9.

Today, Shri Deepak Saini, appearing on behalf of the appellant, informs the Commission that the appellant has furnished  deficiencies  in the provided information to the PIO but no information has been supplied to him. The respondent informs that the information,  in the light of the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant , has been supplied to him on 02.02.2015. The representative of the appellant replies that no information has been supplied to the appellant.  Consequently, the respondent hands over the said  information to the representative of the appellant in the court today, who, after perusing the information,  informs that the information is still incomplete. Consequently, the sought information is discussed in detail point-wise and it is observed that the information  supplied to the appellant  in respect of Points No. 4, 6, 8, 9, 30, 31 and 33 is still incomplete. Accordingly, the PIO is directed supply remaining  information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and in case any information is not available on record, an affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing. 
10.

Adjourned to 29.04.2015  at 2.00 P.M.
to be heard in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05--02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
Shri  Arun Kumar Tiwari,

H.No.16-C,Rattan Nagar,

Tripuri, Patiala-147001.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Department of Local Government,

Mini Secretariat,Sector-9,Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,


Department of Local Government,


Mini Secretariat,Sector-9,Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1633 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
Shri Arun Kumar Tiwari, appellant, in person.

Shri Amarjit Sayal, Deputy Controller,  office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala,  on behalf of the respondents.



In this case, on 10.12.2013,  Shri Jasbir Singh, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, sought some more time to enable him to provide the requisite information to the appellant on the ground that most of the staff had changed and he had taken over recently, which was granted. The case was adjourned to 23.01.2014.

2.

On 23.01.2014, none was present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, it was directed that in case the information was  not provided to the appellant before the next date of hearing and the respondent was  not present alongwith a copy of the provided information on the next date of 

hearing, strict punitive action would  be initiated under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The case was adjourned to 18.03.2014.

3.

On 18.03.2014, a  letter through FAX was  received from the appellant vide which he informed the Commission that due to ill health he was  unable to attend 
the court and  requested  to adjourn the case to some other date.  
Since the 
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respondent  was not present on 23.01.2014  nor any information had been supplied to the appellant, he was warned that in case he was  not present nor any information was  supplied, punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against the PIO. Despite those directions,  the respondent was  again  not present.  Viewing that lapse of deliberately denying the information to the appellant seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to the respondent to supply the complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and he was directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing  i.e. today alongwith a copy of provided information to explain reasons  for delay failing which ex-parte action will be taken under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005. A copy was also forwarded to Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab to ensure that the requisite information is supplied to the appellant and the PIO is present on the next date of hearing i.e. today alongwith a copy of the provided information and to explain reasons for delay in the supply of the information. The case was adjourned for 21.05.2014.

4.

On 21.05.2014,  Shri Ajit Singh, Senior Assistant, was  present on behalf of the respondents, who  stated  that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant and payment of all the benefits had been made to him. The appellant asserted that payment had been made in instalments and Action Taken Report on the letter issued from the Director Local Government had not been supplied to him as yet.  For this the respondent sought  some more time. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed that the remaining information be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing otherwise strict punitive action would l be initiated under the provisions of RTI Act, 

2005.The case was adjourned for 07.08.2014.

5.

On 07.08.2014,  the appellant stated  that Action Taken Report on  letter No. 37402, dated 27.09.2012 issued from the Director Local Government had not been

supplied to him so far. The respondents informed  the Commission that Action Taken Report on the above said letter had not been received as yet from the Commissioner, 
Municipal Corporation, Patiala and the matter had been taken up with them. 
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Accordingly, the respondent PIO was  directed to ensure that requisite Action Taken Report was  supplied to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 30.10.2014.

6.

On 30.10.2014,  the appellant informed  that the requisite information had not been supplied to him so far. The respondent informed  that Action Taken Report on the letter dated 27.09.2012 had not been received from the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala. He submitted  a copy of Memo. No. 15/16/13-LG-1/324871, dated 15.10.2014, addressed to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala from Superintendent Local Government-1 Branch vide which a reminder had  been sent to the Commissioner to send the requisite information so that the same could be supplied to the appellant. 

7.

The RTI application in the instant case is pending since 25.06.2013 and complete information has not been supplied to the appellant. Viewing the lackadaisical approach being adopted by the PIO in the instant case, Shri Baljinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO was  issued a Show-Cause Notice to explain the reasons through a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of requisite information and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him during this long period of about 17 months.

8.

A copy of the order was  forwarded to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala to ensure that requisite information is furnished to the office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab so that same could be supplied to the 

Appellant without any further delay. A copy of the order was  forwarded to Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab to ensure the compliance of the order. The case
was adjourned to 16.12.2014.
9.

On 16.12.2014,  the appellant stated  that he submitted his RTI application 
for seeking information with the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local 
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Government and no information had been supplied to him so far. Shri Ashok Vij, Law 
Officer, office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala,  informed  that he had submitted report in the office of Principal Secretary Local Government.  He  submitted  a copy of the report to the Commission, which was  taken on record. Accordingly, the PIO of the  office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab,  was  directed to supply complete  requisite information to the appellant as per his RTI application, within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
10.

Shri Amarjit Sayal, Deputy Controller,  office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala,  informs that he has already submitted report in the office of Principal Secretary Local Government  and requisite information is to be supplied  by  the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government. The appellant submits that his RTI application relates to the office of Principal Secretary Local Government and the PIO has already been issued Show-Cause Notice by the Commission  for the delay in the supply of information as a period of 16 months has already  lapsed.  He asserts  that necessary action against  the PIO under Section 20(1) & 20(2)  of RTI Act, 2005, may be taken. Therefore, one last opportunity is afforded to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government to supply requisite information to the appellant before  the next date of hearing. He is also directed to submit reply to the Show-Cause  Notice issued to him, failing which action under Section 20(1) & 20(2)  will be taken against him, ex-parte. 
11.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab, to ensure the compliance of the orders.

12.

Adjourned to 22.04.2015  at 2.00 P.M. in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.













           Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Principal Secretary, Local Government,

REGISTERED


Punjab Civil Secretariat-2, Sector:9,



Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
Shri Balraj Kumar Sharma,

H.No. 20-A,Gali No.4,Dashmesh Nagar A,

Tripuri, Patiala.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary,

 School Education, Punjab, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal Secretary,

 School Education, Punjab, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1244 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Sanjeev Kumar Sharma,  on behalf of the appellant.

Ms. Sharmila, Senior Assistant, Education-2 Branch,  office of Secretary School Education and Shri Barjinder, Singh, Senior Assistant, Establishment-1 Branch, office of DPI(SE),  on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri Balraj Kumar Sharma  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13-09-2013, addressed to PIO, office of   Principal Secretary, School Education, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,Chandigarh. sought Action Taken Report on the judgement of Hon’ble  Punjab & Haryana High Court in CWP No. 15965 of 2011 and copy of report 5th Inquiry being conducted against his son.

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 28-11-2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application 

dated 18-03-2014    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which

was received in the Commission on  19-03-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.06.2014.
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3.

On 18.06.2014, the appellant stated that complete information had not 

been  supplied to him so far. The respondent stated that some information had been supplied to the Appellant  and a copy of Inquiry Report had  not been supplied  to him as yet as the inquiry had not been completed by the Inquiry Officer. He assured that as and when the inquiry was complete, copy of inquiry report would be supplied to the appellant. Accordingly, Shri Balbir Singh Tharwal, Superintendent-cum-PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing,  failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 17.07.2014.

4.

On 17.07.2014, the respondent stated  that 5th inquiry was  still not complete and assured that as and when the inquiry was complete, copy of the inquiry report would be supplied to the appellant. Accordingly,  the PIO was directed to get the inquiry completed expeditiously and supply the Inquiry Report to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing  which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him for the delay in the supply of requisite information.

The case was adjourned to 30.09.2014  at 2.00 P.M., which was later preponed to 22.09.2014 due to certain administrative reasons.

5.

On 22.09.2014,  Shri Balbir Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted  an affidavit dated 22.09.2014, explaining the facts of the case and  informing  the Commission that 5th Inquiry being conducted by the D.P.I.(S), Mohali was  still not complete and reminders vide Memo. No. 17/38/11-5 Edu.2/3742, dated 30.04.2012, Memo. No. 17/38/11-5 Edu.2/1806, dated 04.06.2013 and  Memo. No. 17/38/11-5 Edu.2/269185/1, dated 16.07.2014 had  been sent to the D.P.I.(S)  to 

complete the inquiry and send the Inquiry Report.    Accordingly, Shri Kamal Kumar Garg, PCS, DPI(S), Mohali  was  directed to complete the inquiry at the earliest and send the report to Secretary School Education, Punjab, so that the same  could be furnished to the appellant without any further delay as  the instant RTI application is pending since 13.09.2013. The case was adjourned to 10.12.2014.
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6.

On 10.12.2014,  Ms. Sharmila, Senior Assistant(Education-2 Branch),  office of Secretary School Education, Punjab, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informed  the Commission that inquiry  report had  not been supplied  by D.P.I.(S) as yet. She assured  that as and when the inquiry report was  received, the same would  be supplied to the appellant. 

7.

Accordingly,  Shri Kamal Kumar Garg, PCS, DPI(S), Punjab,  Mohali was again directed to complete the  inquiry at the earliest and send  the report so that the same could be furnished to the appellant, without any further delay.  A copy of the order was  forwarded to Secretary, School Education, Punjab, Chandigarh, to ensure the compliance of the order. The case was adjourned for today.
8.

Shri Barjinder, Singh, Senior Assistant, Establishment-1 Branch, office of DPI(SE), appearing   on behalf of the respondents, informs that no inquiry is pending against the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Secretary School Education is directed to send a report to this effect to the appellant within 15 days, failing which punitive action will be taken against him. 
9.

Adjourned to 22.04.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           

Chandigarh




   

 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-02-2015

              
             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

H.No.5C,Phase I, Urban Estate,

Focal Point,Ludhiana-141010.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Rural Development &

Panchayats,Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Director Rural Development & Panahayat


Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1224 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, appellant, in person.
Shri Gurdial Singh, Gram Sewak,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  12-01-2013, addressed to PIO, office of  Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar,  sought certain information on 3 points with regard to posting and transfer of staff despite a ban imposed vide  order dated 24.02.2003.
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  31-12-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 25-02-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 25-02-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.06.2014.

3.

On 18.06.2014, the appellant stated that some information was provided to him on 27.01.2014, which was  false, misleading, incorrect and incomplete. He submitted   that information asked for by him on 3 points had not been supplied to him 
so far. Accordingly, the PIO was directed  to supply complete information to the 
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appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action  under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 09.07.2014.

4.

On 09.07.2014,  Shri Jagmohan Kumar, DCFA, appearing on behalf of the respondents stated that the requisite information had been sent to the appellant by registered post. The appellant replied that he was not satisfied with the provided information and  had pointed out the deficiencies in it to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The respondent further stated that the requisite information relates to 15 Branches/PIOs of the Directorate, who had  already  been asked to furnish the same so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant.    Accordingly, the Nodal Officer(RTI), office of Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,  Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali, was  directed to collect the requisite information from all the branches/PIOs and supply the same to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 

A copy of the order was  forwarded to the Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali to ensure that the requisite information was  supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 11.09.2014.

5.

On 11.09.2014, Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Superintendent RTI Cell, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the requisite information after collecting  from the  concerned branches had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant asserted that the information relating to above-said 15 branches had not been supplied to him. Accordingly, the respondent was directed to supply the requisite  information relating to all the concerned branches to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 02.12.2014.
6.

On 02.12.2014, a letter dated 30.11.2014 was  received through e-mail 
from the appellant informing the Commission that he was unable to attend hearing  due to ill health. He also informed that the information provided earlier was  false and misleading. He also requested to invoke penal sections of RTI Act against the PIO for
imposition of penalty upon him and awarding suitable compensation to him.  Smt. 
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Balwinder Kaur, Superintendent RTI Cell, appearing on behalf of the respondents 
informed that she had brought the remaining information concerning 13 Branches for handing over the same to the appellant. The appellant was  not present. Therefore, the respondent was  directed to send the information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. She submitted  a copy of the information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

Today, the appellant informs the Commission that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied . He submits that the sought information related to the office of Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab but his RTI application was wrongly  transferred to Zila Parishad, which caused delay. He further submits that since the information has been supplied after a delay of  388 days, action under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005  for imposition of penalty upon the PIO and action under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 for awarding him suitable compensation, for the loss and detriment suffered by him,  may be taken. Accordingly, a Show-Cause Notice is issued to Shri Puran Chand, Nodal Officer, to explain reasons, in person,  through a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25000/- under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and also as to why a suitable compensation under Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining requisite information in the instant case. 
8.

Adjourned to 15.04.2015  at 2.00 P.M.
to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.


 












Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:
Shri Puran Chand, Nodal Officer,



REGISTERED

Office of Director Rural Development & Panchayats,

Vikas Bhavan, Sector: 62, Mohali.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Jang Singh,

Village Badshahpur Colony,

Tehsil Samana District Patiala.




…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Director Veterinary,

Animal Husbandry Department,

Patiala.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.1846 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant. 
Dr. Mukhwinder Singh, Deputy Director Animal Husbandry, Patiala,  on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated  27.02.2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri Jang Singh  sought various information/documents in respect of Shri Manjit Singh, Poultry Inspector.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jang Singh    filed a complaint dated 20-06-2014 with the Commission, which was received in it on 24-06-2014  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  23.09.2014.

3.

A letter No. 2056, dated 12.08.2014 was  received from Dr. Mukhwinder Singh, Deputy Director, Animal Husbandry, Patiala,  informing the Commission that due reply had been sent to the applicant as per rule vide registered letter No. 1536, dated 02.04.2014.

4.

On 23.09.2014,  the complainant informed  the Commission that he was  not satisfied with the provided information as it  was  impartial/incomplete. Accordingly, Dr. Mukhwinder Singh, Deputy Director, Animal Husbandry, Patiala, was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant as per his RTI application within 30 
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days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 09.12.2014.
5.

On 09.12.2014, none was present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. No intimation had been received from Dr. Mukhwinder Singh, Deputy Director, Animal Husbandry, Patiala whether requisite information had  been supplied to the complainant or not.  Viewing his absence seriously, he  was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission and be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the delay in the supply of the information, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him.  A copy of the order  was  forwarded to Director, Animal Husbandry, Punjab, Sector:17, Chandigarh to ensure the compliance of the order. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

A letter  No. 5780, dated 29.12.2014  has been received from Deputy Director, Animal Husbandry, Patiala vide  which a letter dated 29.09.2014 addressed  to the Commission,  from the complainant  has been sent  vide which the complainant has informed that he has received the requisite information and has requested to close the case. 

7.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Dr. Mukhwinder Singh, Deputy Director Animal Husbandry, Patiala is present today. He informs the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, which has been duly received by him and a letter to this effect, received from the complainant, has been sent to the Commission.
8.

Since the information stands provided to the complainant to his satisfaction, the case is disposed of and closed.  










Sd/-

 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
