STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Paramjit Singh s/o Sh.Gopal Singh,

VPO: Tarsika, District Amritsar.





Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.








Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2465 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant  as well as the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 25-08-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Paramjit Singh sought attested copies of Intkal Nos. 6018, 6019and 6063 of village Tarsika. 

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 nil  with the Commission, which was received in it on 14-10-2015   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.

A letter dated 23.12.2015 has been received from the complainant informing that he has received the requisite information. He has requested that the case may be closed. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 07-01-2016




  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Harpreet Singh,

House No. 355, Jassian Road, GT Road side,

Friends Colony, Ludhiana-141008.





…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o District Transport Officer, Ludhiana.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  3306 of 2015

Order
Present:
None for the appellant. 
Shri Naresh Kumar, MVI, Jalandhar/Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Harpreet Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 05-06-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on seven points regarding particulars of MVI and the staff working under him including duty hours, salary amount 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 11-07-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  09-10-2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 14-10-2015    and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 76/MVI, dated 28.12.2015. He submits a copy of provided information to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
4.

A letter dated 04.01.2016 has been received through e-mail from the appellant requesting for adjournment of the case to some other date as he is not able to attend hearing today due to some unavoidable circumstances. Accordingly, he is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
5.

Adjourned to 03.03.2016 at 11.00 A.M.





 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-01-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Harpreet Singh,

House No. 355, Jassian Road, GT Road side,

Friends Colony, Ludhiana-141008.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o District Transport Officer, Ludhiana.

3.
Public Information Officer, 


O/o State Transport Commissioner,  Punjab,


Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3307 of 2015

Order
Present:
None for the appellant. 

Shri Naresh Kumar, MVI, Jalandhar/Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondens.
 

Shri Harpreet Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 05-06-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on seven points regarding particulars of MVI including his date and year of initial joining, salary, latest I.T. return and P.F. amount.

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 11-07-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  09-10-2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 14-10-2015    and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Today, the respondent informs that RTI  application of the appellant  has been transferred to  PIO of  the office of STC  under Section 6(3)  of RTI Act, 2005 vide letter No. 11102, dated 17.06.2005 by PIO-cum-DTO, Ludhiana  for supplying  requisite information to the appellant. 
4.

A letter dated 04.01.2016 has been received through e-mail from the appellant requesting for adjournment of the case to some other date as he is not able to attend hearing today due to some unavoidable circumstances. 
5.

Accordingly, PIO of the office of State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh  is directed to supply requisite information to the appellant, before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
6.

Adjourned to 03.03.2016 at 11.00 A.M.





 




Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-01-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Harpreet Singh,

House No. 355, Jassian Road, GT Road side,

Friends Colony, Ludhiana-141008.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Jalandhar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o District Transport Officer, Jalandhar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3308 of 2015

Order
Present:
None for the appellant. 

Shri Naresh Kumar, MVI, Jalandhar/Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondens.
 

Shri Harpreet Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 05-06-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 8 points regarding MVI  and his staff.
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 11-07-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  09-10-2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 14-10-2015    and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 75/MVI, dated 28.12.2015. He submits a copy of provided information to the Commission, which is taken on record. 

4.

A letter dated 04.01.2016 has been received through e-mail from the appellant requesting for adjournment of the case to some other date as he is not able to attend hearing today due to some unavoidable circumstances. Accordingly, he is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 

5.

Adjourned to 03.03.2016 at 11.00 A.M.






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-01-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Harpreet Singh,

House No. 355, Jassian Road, GT Road side,

Friends Colony, Ludhiana-141008.





…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o District Transport Officer, Ludhiana.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3319 of 2015

Order
Present:
None for the appellant. 

Shri Naresh Kumar, MVI, Jalandhar/Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondens.
 

Shri Harpreet Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 05-06-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on five  points regarding particulars of S.O. and regarding Shri Satish and Shri  Mandeep working under S.O. including their salary.
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 11-07-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  09-10-2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 14-10-2015    and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 11272/DTO/LDH, , dated 22.06.2015 by DTO Ludhiana. He submits a copy of provided information to the Commission, which is taken on record. 

4.

A letter dated 04.01.2016 has been received through e-mail from the appellant requesting for adjournment of the case to some other date as he is not able to attend hearing today due to some unavoidable circumstances. Accordingly, he is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 

5.

Adjourned to 03.03.2016 at 11.00 A.M.





 




Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-01-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Mangal Singh s/o Sh. Kandhara Singh,

VPO: Bhangala,  District: Tarn Taran.





…Appellant










Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jiwandeep Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents.
Appeal Case  No. 3741 of 2015 

Order

Present: 
Shri Mangal Singh, appellant, in person.



Shri Sukhwinder Pal Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Mangal Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 17-07-2015, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on nine points regarding time taken  by Buses in covering certain distance, fixation of time-table 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 nil under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  18-11-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 18-11-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

A letter No. 9203/RTA/Jalandhar, dated 30.12.2015 from Secretary, RTA, Jalandhar informing that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter  No. 9201, dated 30.12.2015. 
4.

Today, the respondent hands over information to the appellant, who after 
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perusing the information informs that the information is incomplete. He points out deficiencies in the provided information. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him. 
5.

Adjourned to 24.02.2016  at 11.00 AM









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-01-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Akash Chander  Sharma,

‘ Sohan Bhawan’ House No. 32,

 South Model
 Gram, Ludhiana – 141002.




…..Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer(SE),

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Circle Education Officer,


NABHA, District: Patiala.





….Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2468 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Shri  Akash Chander Sharma,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 15.10.2014,  addressed to PIO, sought copy of report sent to Circle Education Officer, Nabha,  regarding protecting his Grade of Rs. 6400-10640 as personal measure. 
2.

The case was last heard on 20.10.2015, when  the respondent informed  that a reply had been sent to the appellant vide letter No. 1826-28, dated 14.10.2015.  The  appellant expressed dissatisfaction. Consequently, after hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the PIO was directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant and  personally appear before the Commission  alongwith relevant record on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay as the instant  RTI application was  pending since 15.10.2014. 

A copy each of the order was  forwarded to D.E.O.(S) Ludhiana, Circle Education Officer, Nabha and D.P.I.(SE), Mohali to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case 
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was adjourned to 23.12.2015, which was further  postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, a telephonic message has been received from Shri Gurdarshan Singh, Clerk,  office of District Education Officer(SE),Ludhiana, informing that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant which has been duly received by him. 
4.

The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations regarding non-supply of information have 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: 07-01-2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Kuldip Singh, 

H. No. 1085, Sector 70, SAS Nagar. 





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar. 





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1153 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the  Appellant.
 Shri Ram Lubhaya, BDPO, Dhar Kalan and Shri Bhawan Singh,  Clerk,  office of Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali,   on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Kuldeep Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 23.09.2013, addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his application which was received in the office of the PIO against Diary No. 460, dated 06.03.2013.

2.

On 08.09.2015,  Shri Kuldip Singh,  DDPO Pathankot, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the case had been recast and sent to Divisional Deputy Director, Jalandhar. Consequently, the whole matter was  discussed in detail.  After hearing both the parties, Divisional Deputy Director Jalandhar was  directed to explain the facts and circumstances of the case, in person, alongwith DDPO Pathankot, on the next date of hearing so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 28.10.2015. 
3.

On 28.10.2015, the appellant was  not present without any intimation.
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 Despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Divisional  
Deputy  Director, Jalandhar  was also  not present. Viewing the disobedience of the orders of the Commission by the Divisional Deputy Director, Jalandhar, seriously,  he was  directed to explain the facts and circumstances of the case, in person, alongwith DDPO Pathankot, on 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 23.12.2015, which was postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
4.

A telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health of his son.

5.

Today, Shri Ram Lubhaya, BDPO, Dhar Kalan,  appearing   on behalf of the respondents, informs that requisite information alongwith Action Taken Report has been supplied to the appellant by registered post on 30.07.2015. He requests that the case may be closed. 
6.

Since the appellant is not present, he is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with  a copy to the Commission. 
7.

Adjourned to  23.02.2016  at 11.00 A.M. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-01-2016


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Harjinder Singh s/o Sh. Kapoor Singh,

Village: Gobindgarh, PO: Jugiana, Disrict: Ludhiana.



…Appellant
                                          Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,





O/o Deputy Commissioner,  Ludhiana.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2633 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for  the appellant. 

Shri Manjit Singh, VDO, office of BDPO, Ludhiana-2, on behalf of the respondents. 

Shri Harjinder Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22-01-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought action taken report on application dated 06-12-2014 filed by the villagers regarding holding of sabzi mandi on panchayat land. 

2.

The case was last heard on 04.11.2015, when  the respondent   informed  that information was sent to the appellant by registered post on 28.10.2015. The representative of the appellant informed  that the appellant had not received the information. Consequently, the respondent handed  over information to the representative of the appellant. Accordingly, the appellant 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 for today.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that the information has been supplied to the complainant on 21.11.2015, which has been received by him. He submits a copy of the provided information alngwith copy of receipt taken from the complainant. It has been got confirmed from the complainant on telephone. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-01-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

House No. 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi, Dhuri,

District Sangrur.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Punjab Mandi Board, 

Sector-65, SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Punjab Mandi Board,

Sector-65, SAS Nagar.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1637 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant. 

Shri Atul, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Prem Kumar Rattan, Appellant vide an RTI application dated nil , addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding ex-India leave availed by officers/officials. 

2.

The case was last heard on 05.11.2015, when a telephonic message was received from the appellant informing that he was unable to attend the hearing due to ill health. He  further informed that no information had been supplied to him as yet. The respondent informed  that the sought information had  not been supplied to the appellant as it related  to third party. After perusing the sought information and discussing the matter it was observed that the sought information did  not relate to third party as it existed  in the office  domain of the Public Authority. Therefore, it was  directed that the sought information be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
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3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, free of cost, by registered post on 20.11.2015. A telephonic message has been  received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing  due to ill health. He has further informed that the provided information is incomplete. Accordingly, he has been directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing after removing the deficiencies, which will be furnished to him by the appellant. 
4.

Adjourned to  02.03.2016  at 11.00 A.M.  









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-01-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sanjeev Goyal S/o Ashok Kumar,

H.No.148, Model Town, Phase I,

Near T.V.Tower, Bathinda.-151001.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Nagar Council, Jaiton,District Faridkot-151202.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Regional Deputy Director, Local Government, Punjab, 

Block I, Room No.218, District Complex, 
 Ferozepur Cantt.
   





 …Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 560 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri Madan Lal, on behalf of the  appellant.

None on behalf of the respondents.
The case was last heard on 06.10.2015, when  the representative of the appellant informed  that the provided information was  still incomplete and he had  sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the Commission. During hearing it emerged that  the appellant had not sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him. The case was adjourned to 18.11.2015.
2.

On 18.11.2015,  the representative of the appellant informed  that the deficiencies in the provided information had  been sent to the PIO. The respondent submitted  that no deficiencies had  been received by them as yet. Consequently, the appellant handed  over a copy of deficiencies to the respondent. Accordingly, the 
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respondent PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the representative of the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to the appellant as yet. 
4.

A letter dated 05.01.2016 has been received from Shri Inder Gurpreet Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO,  Municipal Council, Jaito requesting for adjournment of the case as he has been called  by Chairman, Punjab Pollution Control Board at Patiala to explain reasons for not setting up STP Plant to discharge sewerage water and his failure to appear personally  will call criminal proceedings against him. 
5.

On the request of the PIO, the case is adjourned to 16.02.2016 at 11.00 A.M.  







 
   Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-01-2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Mangal Singh s/o Shri Kandhara Singh,

VPO: Bhangala, Distt. Tarn Taran.





…Appellant



Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.

3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,


Patti, District: Tarn Taran.

4.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,


Valtoha, District: Tarn Taran.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.   1708 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Mangal Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Shambu Nath, Superintendent, office of BDPO Patti and Shri Gurmukh Singh, VDO-cum-Panchayat Secretary, Valtoha, on behalf of the respondents.
 

The case was last heard on 18.11.2015, when  the respondent informed  that Shri Gurmukh Singh, Panchayat Secretry, Valtoha had  informed him on telephone that he was  unable to attend hearing  as  he  had a heart attack and had been admitted to Ranjit Avenue Hospital, Amritsar. In those circumstances, BDPO Valtoha and Shri Gurmukh Singh, Panchayat Secretary were  directed to send the relevant record to BDPO Patti so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant 
without any further delay. They were  also directed to explain the position of the case, 
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in person, on the next date of hearing. Shri Gurmukh Singh, Panchayat Secretary was
also directed to submit a medical certificate as a testimony  to  his medical treatment in the Hospital at Amritsar.   
A copy of the order was  forwarded to DDPO, Tarn-Taran to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned for today.
2.


As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Gurmukh Singh submits a copy of his Medical Certificate, which is taken on record. He submits that the information, available on record has been supplied to the appellant. He makes a written submission 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. This written submission is handed over to the appellant and a copy thereof is retained in the Commission file. 
3.


Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 







  
 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-01-2016
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Makhan Singh s/o Shri Jagir Singh,

Village: Bika, PO: Khan Khana,

Distt. Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar-144508.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Financial Commissioner,

Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Sectt.-(2), Sector-9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Financial Commissioner,

Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Sectt.-(2), Sector-9, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1729 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
None for the  Appellant.
Shri Daljit Singh,  Senior Assistant, office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats,  on behalf of the respondents.
 

The case was last heard on 18.11.2015, when  the appellant submitted  that the information regarding Point No. 1 had been supplied to him whereas the information regarding Points No. 2, 3, 4 and 5 was  still pending, which relates to the office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali.  Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali was  directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. A copy of the order was  forwarded to Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned for today.
2.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 6319318, dated 03.12.2015.
Contd……p/2

AC - 1729 of 2015 


-2-   
3.

A letter dated 06.01.2016 has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has to visit Delhi to received a relative coming from abroad. He has further informed that the information regarding Points No. 3  and 4 has not been supplied as yet. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.
4.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the information regarding Points No. 3 and 4 to the appellant before the next date of hearing.                                                                                                                                          
5.

Adjourned to 02.03.2016   at 11.00 A.M. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-01-2016
          


   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Charanjit Singh Rai,

House No. 1593, Sector 33-D,

Chandigarh.








Complainant.

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal, MGN Public School,

Adarsh Nagar, Jalandhar.






Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1941 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
Shri Charanjit Singh, complainant, in person.




Shri Gaurav Tangri, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 06-05-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri  Charanjit Singh sought various information/ documents relating to MGN Public School, Adarsh Nagar, Jalandhar.
2.
The case was last heard on 18,11.2015, when  Ld. Counsel for the respondent submitted  that MGN Public School, Adarsh Nagar, Jalandhar, was  not  covered under  RTI Act, 2005. He sought  time to file a detailed reply in this regard on the next date of hearing, which was granted and the case was adjourned for today.

3.
Today again, Ld. Counsel for the respondent seeks adjournment to enable him to  file a detail reply to prove that the said school is not a Public Authority under RTI Act, 2005. Accordingly, a last opportunity is afforded to him to file the reply, failing which the case will be closed.  
4.
Adjourned to  24.02.2016  at 11.00 AM. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 07-01-2016




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswant Singh s/o Shri Meja Singh,

VPO: Bhangala, Distt. Tarn Taran.





…Appellant

Versus
1.  Public Information Officer

    O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats,

   Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.

2.  First Appellate Authority,








    O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats,

   Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2666 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Mangal Singh, on behalf of the appellant. 


Shri Gurmukh Singh, VDO-cum-Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the      

  respondents. 
 


Shri Jaswant Singh,   Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 15-07--2013,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information on eight points relating to the period of Shri Jarnail Singh, ex –Sarpanch of Gram Panchayat Bhangala. 

2.
The case was last heard on 18.11.2015, when  the representative of the appellant informed  that no information had been  supplied to the appellant as yet. A perusal of the case file revealed  that despite the directions issued by the office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali  to BDPO, Valtoha, District: Tarn-Taran, vide letter No. DPRTI/1/15/18608-09,  none was  present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, BDPO Valtoha was directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and explain the reasons for delay vis-à-vis the reasons for absence.  The case was adjourned for today.
3.
Today, the respondent informs that the relevant record was inspected by 
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the appellant and the identified information has been supplied to him. He makes a written submission 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 in their record. This written submission is handed over to the appellant  and a copy thereof is retained in the Commission file. 
4.
Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-01-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jagdish Raj,

House No.326, Shaheed Udham

Singh Nagar, Jalandhar.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1998 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Jagdish Raj, Appellant, in person.

Shri  Chaman Lal, Corporation Engineer,   Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar, on behalf of the  respondents.


Shri  Jagdish Raj, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 27-03-2014,       addressed to PIO, sought certain information  in tabulated form on 5 points regarding incurring of  expenditure of Rs. 36 Crores on the construction of roads and incurring of expenditure of Rs. 13 Crores on the patch work of roads..

2.

The case was last heard  on  19.11.2015  when  Shri  Chaman Lal, Corporation Engineer,   Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar, appearing  on behalf of the  respondents, submitted  an affidavit  from Shri Kulwinder Singh, S.E.-cum-PIO, in  response to Show-Cause Notice issued to him,  which was  taken on record.  Vide the affidavit the  PIO had  submitted that the requisite information running into 13 pages had  been supplied to the appellant on 06.10.2015. He  further submitted that  there was  no malafide attention in the delay in the supply of information  as the delay occurred only  because the  sought information was very huge and voluminous and it took time to collect the information from different quarters.  In the last he had requested to drop  the  Show-Cause Notice issued to him. 

Contd……p/2
AC- 1998 of 2014  


-2-
3.

The appellant submitted  that the provided information was  still incomplete. Despite giving an opportunity of personal hearing to the PIO to explain the 
delay in the supply of information, in person, he was  not present. Therefore, before proceedings further under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005,  one last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. He was  directed to personally explain the status of the provided information on the next date of hearing. A copy of the order was forwarded to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar, to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Kulwinder Singh, S.E.-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, 
Jalandhar is present today. He informs that complete information, as per the RTI application of the appellant, has been supplied to him vide letter No. PIO/RTI/2015/16-1423/1424, dated 06.01.2016. He submits a copy of the provided information to the Commission, which is taken on record.  He makes a written submission 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. This written submission is handed over to the appellant and a copy thereof is retained in the Commission file. The plea put forth by the PIO regarding delay in the supply of information is accepted. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









      
   Sd/-     

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-01-2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Madan Lal,

S/o Shri Om Parkash,

H. No. MCB-22-10803, Old No. 20204,

Jain Niwas, Parinda Road – 18, 

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar, BATHINDA.





…..Appellant

          Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Jaito – 151202, District: Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Regional Deputy Director Local Government,


Ferozepur.







….Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 2749 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri Madan Lal, appellant, in person.
None on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Madan Lal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  04.04.2015,       addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 13  points regarding encroachments.

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 23.05.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 19.08.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  20.08.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 24.11.2015.
3.

On 24.11.2015,  the respondent informed  that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant. A letter dated 18.11.2015 was  received from the 
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appellant pointing out the deficiencies in the provided information. A copy of that  letter 
was  handed over to the respondent with the directions that complete information after removing the deficiencies, pointed out by the appellant, be  supplied to him before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to the him  as yet. 

5.

A letter dated 05.01.2016 has been received from Shri Inder Gurpreet Sngh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO,  Municipal Council, Jaito requesting for adjournment of the case as he has been called  by Chairman, Punjab Pollution Control Board at Patiala to explain reasons for not setting up STP Plant to discharge sewerage water and his failure to appear personally  will call criminal proceedings against him. 

6.

On the request of the PIO, the case is adjourned to 16.02.2016 at 11.00 A.M.  









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-01-2016


             State Information Commissioner
