STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Tajinder Singh,

R/o Village Bholapur,

Post office Ramgarh,

Ludhiana.




   


… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana.





 

 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 646/14

ORDER
Present:
None for the appellant. 

Dr. Pardeep Sharma Medical Officer-cum-APIO, on behalf of the r respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
07.10.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil despite visit of the complainant.

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
13.02.2014

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of 








information.


Information  sought:- 


Seeks information regarding the enquiry into functioning of the Satyam Hospital, Jamalpur ordered by Drugs(I) P 2013/2639 dated 26.08.2013.
 Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 

 

The representative of the PIO stated that he had already provided the information to the complainant.
                     The complainant is absent without any intimation to the commission. Moreover, he had not approached the first appellate authority (FAA) before approaching the Commission.  
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                                The complainant is advised to go through the information provided and if he is not satisfied with the same or has not received any information, he should approach the FAA.

Decision:- 
 

 

In light of above, the case is disposed of and closed. 

 Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.04.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Ankur Kumar, 

H.No. 246/47, St No. 4,

New KundanPuri,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.




   



 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 651/14

ORDER

Present:
None for the appellant



Mr. Jaspal Singh, SO, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
22.11.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
13.02.2014
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of 








information.

Information  sought:- 


Seeks information on four points related to appointment of a doctor to check blood group of those applying for driving licenses for the period Jan.2013 to 21.11.2013. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 

 

The representative of the PIO stated that he had provided the information to the complainant and also submitted a letter from the complainant Mr. Ankur Kumar stating that he has receive the information and also urged that the case be closed. 
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Decision:- 
 

 

Since the information stands supplied and the complainant seeks closure of the case, case is closed and disposed of.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.04.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Nazar Singh,

S/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

Village Gobindgarh, Post office Jogiana.

Ludhiana.



   



 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development),


Ludhiana.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 682/14

ORDER

Present:
Mr. Nazar Singh, complainant in person.


Ms. Purandeep Kaur, Investigator, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
30.12.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
18.02.2014
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of 







information.


Information  sought:- 

 

Seeks information on four points regarding panchayat land measuring 68 Kanal 11 marla of village Gobindgarh of block-1,Ludhiana

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 

 

The complainant sought information on four points and filed the RTI application on 30.12.2013. The respondent-PIO had transferred the RTI application to the DDPO, Ludhiana within the reasonable period on 10.01.2014. 
  










Contd…2/- 

-2-

Complaint Case No.- 682/14

                     In its response dated 10.01.2014, the respondent PIO has shown its inability to supply the certified copies of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court orders dated 19.07.2014 and also certified copy of the orders  of Additional Directorate Consolidation dated 28.07.1995 sought under query No 1& 2 respectively as the same should be obtained from the concerned authorities. Since the original orders were not available and the respondent PIO had only photocopies of the same in its record, he could supply only the attested photocopies of the same. The complainant said he would be contented with the same.

 

Also, the representative of the PIO assured that the information sought under query No 3& 4 too would be supplied to the complainant within seven working days though in its initial response dated 10.01.2014, the respondent had transferred the RTI application, to the extent it related to query No 4 u/s 6(3),  to District Development and Panchayat officer (DDPO) and directed the complainant to collect information related to query No 4 form the  concerned tehsildar.

However, if the complainant is not satisfied with the response of the PIO, he is at liberty to approach the first appellate authority(FAA) i.e Additional Deputy Commission, (D), Ludhiana. Also, the complainant can approach the State Information Commission(SIC) against the decision of the  FAA. 
Decision:- 
 

 

In light of above, the complaint case is disposed of and closed. 
 Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.04.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Tsering Choden Bhotia,

w/o Sh. Tenjin Neema Bhotia,

Senti Cottage, Sister Bazar,

Lundoor Cantt. Mansoori (Dehradun), 

Uttra Khand - 248179

 

  

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             

Ludhiana.






  
…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1007/14

ORDER

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Santosh Kumar ASI, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed on


: 13.08.2013   

PIO replied




:  Nil  

First appeal filed



:  03.10.2013 

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   18.02.014

Information sought : 
 

Seeks information about the cancellation of the fire arm license issued to one Harjinder pal Singh, presently residing in Mussoorie. The contentious license has been issued in Ludhiana  but the local police has recommended for the cancellation after he created problems. 
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Grounds  for  the 1st and 2nd appeal: 

No response. 

 

 Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :-

 

 The appellant is absent without any intimation to the commission.

 

The representative of the respondent stated that the information has already been provided to the appellant through registered post on 05.12.2014.

 

Also, the appellant had made another appeal on the basis of the same RTI application which was assigned No2545/13 and the case was closed on 20.12.2013.


 

In fact, the appellant had filed his second appeal with the State Information Commission, Uttrakhand on 14.11.2013 which was transferred to the State Information Commission, Punjab for information and action. 
Decision :

 

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.04.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Nazar Singh,

S/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

Village Gobindgarh, Post office Jogiana.

Ludhiana.




   


 
… Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer II,

Ludhiana.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 683/14
ORDER
Present:
Mr. Nazar Singh, complainant in person. 



Mr. Vipan Kumar,  Assistant Engineer, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
20.12.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
18.02.2014
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of 








information.


Information  sought:- 

 

Seeks information on action taken on a letter a letter o 1470-71 dated 31.05.2013 of ADC, Ludhiana.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

The representative of the respondent-PIO has provided the requisite information i.e. action taken report during the hearing. The complainant also conceded that he has received the same. 
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                 However, the complainant is agitated that the no action has been taken. In  fact what the complainant is looking  for is not covered under  2(f) of the RTI Act.

The complainant is free to approach appropriate forum for to get his grievances of inaction of the authorities. 



Decision:- 
 
In the light of the above, the complaint case is disposed of and closed. 

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.04.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Roshan Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurmukh Singh,

Village Lakhowal Kalan,

Block Macchiwara, Tehsil Samrala,

Ludhiana.




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Machhiwara, Tehsil Samrala, 

District – Ludhiana.  





 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 697/14

ORDER
Present:
Mr. Roshan Singh, complainant in person. 
Mr. Sanjeev Kumar Rana, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the  respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
04.09.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
27.01.2014

Ground for complaint

:
Denial of information.


Information  sought:- 

 

Seeks information on some points regarding different grants received during 2008 -2013 by the village panchayat of village Lakhowal Kalan, block Machhiwara, Tehsil Samrala, Ludhiana.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

The respondent-PIO stated that he had supplied the information on 
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31.01.2014 and supplied a copy of the same during the hearing. However, the PIO regretted the delay stating that he had recently joined at the present posting and the delay occurred during the tenure of his predecessor.  
                     The complainant sought some photo-copies but the respondent-PIO pointed out that the complainant had not sought these in his original RTI application.

                    The PIO submits that his predecessor had sought a requisite fee of Rs. 3000/- which the complainant had deposited. However, the same had been returned through crossed bank draft but the complainant stated that he had not received the same. The respondent PIO also showed the bank papers stating that the said amount has already been debited from his account.  The complainant is advised to approach the local police and file FIR regarding the alleged fraudulent transaction.

                 The information has already been provided and for the additional information, the complainant is at liberty to file another fresh RTI application.    

  Decision:- 
 


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.04.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Pal Singh,

S/o Sh. Lachman Singh,

Dashmesh Nagar, 

Near Samadh Gajja Pir,

Village Eiali Khurd,

Ludhiana.


 

  

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Social Welfare Officer,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Social Welfare Officer,

Ludhiana.






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 982/14
ORDER
Present:
None for the parties. 
RTI  application filed on


:   
25.10.2013

PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
04.12.2013

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
08.01.2014

Information sought : 



Seeks information on six points regarding shagun schems.
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denial of 







 
information.
 
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 

 

None  appeared from either of the parties. A notice of hearing has been returned undelivered from the respondent-PIO office due to incomplete address. 
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Therefore, a fresh notice of hearing is being issued again to the PIO office, corrected address i.e PIO office of District Social Welfare Office, Mini Secretariat, Ferozepur Road, Near Bharat Chowk, Ludhiana. 
Decision :
 

The case is adjourned to 07.05.2014 at 10.30 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.04.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

Encls: 
Notice of Hearing. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Kamaljit Singh Anand (Advocate),

S/o Sh. Jai Pal Singh,

H.No. 2226/12, St No. 2,

Opposite Royal Estate Property Dealers,

Chander Nagar,

Ludhiana.


 

  

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Civil Surgeon 

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana.






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 999/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Kamaljeet Singh Anand, appellant in person. 
Dr. Pardeep Sharma Medical Officer-cum-APIO, on behalf of the  respondent. 
RTI  application filed on


:   
25.11.2013
PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
15.01.2014
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
15.02.2014
Information sought : 



Seeks information on four points regarding the applications received by the PIO for approval of place under clause (b) of section 4 of Medical Termination of Pregnancy Rules 2003.
 Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 



The representative of the PIO provided all the information but a piece of insignificant information. The respondent APIO assured to provide the same to the appellant within next seven working days under intimation to the commission.
                For the additional information which was not sought in the original RTI application, the appellant was advised to file fresh RTI application.
Decision :

 

With this direction, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh


      


      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.04.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

Near Pani Wali tanki,

Hambra Road, Dashmesh Nagar

Village Ayali Khurd,

Ludhiana.


 

  

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 984/14

ORDER

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Santosh Kumar, ASI, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed on


:   
09.09.2013
PIO replied




:   
14.09.2013
First appeal filed



:   
22.10.2013
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
17.02.2014
Information sought : 



Seeks information on two complaints 2(details from the appellant)

Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
Denial of information as the said information had been destroyed because of heavy rains.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 



The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The representative of the respondent PIO stated that the record sought by the appellant had been damaged along with other records and a  report to this effect has been registered  vide No 20 dated 13.09.2009 at CIA HQ., Ludhiana. The appellant has been conveyed the same within the stipulated period but he had contested the same before the FAA and the SIC.

Decision :

 

Since the requisite information is not available in record, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.04.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jagdev Singh,

H. No. 7-G, Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana.


 

  

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 987/14

ORDER

Present:
Mr. Jagdev Singh, appellant in person. 


Mr. Santosh Kumar ASI, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed on


:   
22.10.2013

PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
22.11.2013

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
17.02.2014

Information sought : 



Seeks information on four points regarding the various complaints filed by the appellant /complainant against Le-Baron Marriage palace for violation of the orders of the Apex Court of India
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
 Denail of information. 
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :
 

The representative of the respondent-PIO provided the requisite information to the appellant on all points.
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Decision :



Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.04.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Hariom Parkash, (Advocate),

C-37, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.


   



 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 694/14

ORDER

Present:
Mr. Hariom Parkash, complainant in person. 


Mr. Jaspal Singh, SO, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
27.12.2013

PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
18.02.2014
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of 








information.


Information  sought:- 

 

Seeks information on four points regarding High Security Number Plates.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

The representative of the respondent-PIO was totally oblivious of the facts of the case and simply submitted a response from the concerned party i.e Agros Impex (I) Pvt. Ltd. regarding the high security number plates. 
                     According to the response, the respondent-PIO has provided the information to the complainant on 20.01.2014 whatever was provided by the private company – Agros Impex Pvt. Ltd. The information provided was neither complete nor 
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specific as per the RTI application and part of the information has been concealed taking refuge to section 8 of the RTI Act and the respondent PIO has forwarded the same without applying his mind.

                 The Commission takes a serious note of this casual approach of the PIO and is constrained to issue show cause notice to the PIO.

 

Mr. Anil Garg, DTO-cum-PIO office of District Transport Officer, Ludhiana is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on  him till the information is actually  furnished.  


   The PIO is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the   imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail   himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 

   

  The respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply of show cause notice along with the copy of information on the next date of hearing. 

Decision:- 
 
 

The case is adjourned to 07.05.2014 at 10.30 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.04.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Hariom Parkash Jindal, (Advocate),

C-37, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.



   



 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 695/14

ORDER

Present:
Mr. Hariom Parkash, complainant in person. 



Mr. Jaspal Singh, SO, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
24.12.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
18.02.2014

Ground for complaint

:
no response, hence denial of 








information.


Information  sought:- 



Seeks information on four points on the respondent PIO’s  letter cum notice No 9465 dated08.11.2013 to Ms ARG Auto Pvt. Ltd, Ludhiana for cancellation of authorization. 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The representative of the respondent-PIO was totally oblivious with the facts of the case and simply submits a response from the concerned party i.e Agros Impex (I) Pvt. Ltd. regarding the high security number plates. The respondent-PIO has provided the information to the complainant on 20.01.2014. The information provided was neither complete nor specific as per his RTI application. The Commission takes a serious note of it. 
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The Commission takes a serious note of this casual approach of the PIO and is constrained to issue show cause notice to the PIO.

 

Mr. Anil Garg, DTO-cum-PIO office of District Transport Officer, Ludhiana is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on  him till the information is actually  furnished.  


   The PIO is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the   imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail   himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 

   

  The respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply of show cause notice along with the copy of information on the next date of hearing. 

Decision:- 
 

 

The case is adjourned to 07.05.2014 at 10.30 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.04.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Hariom Parkash, (Advocate),

C-37, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.




   


… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 696/14

ORDER

Present:
Mr. Hariom Parkash, complainant in person. 


Mr. Avtar Singh, SDO, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
24.12.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
18.02.2014
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of 








information.


Information  sought:- 

 

Seeks information on three points regarding a notice dated  16.09.2013 u/s 25/26 of the Water (Prevention & Control of Pollution0 Act 1974 issued by Punjab Pollution Control Board, Zonal Office –I, Amar Plaza/LIC complex Near New Bus Stand, Ludhiana  to The Executive officer, MC, Ludhiana.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The representative of the PIO was unable to assist the Commission and the PIO neither supplied information nor submitted the response to the notice of the Commission. The Commission takes a serious note of it. 
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The PIO Mr. Balwinder Singh office of MC, Ludhiana is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on  him till the information is actually  furnished.  


 
   The PIO is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the   imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail   himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 

   

  The respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply of show cause notice along with the copy of information on the next date of hearing. 


The case is adjourned to 07.05.2014 at 10.30 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 07.04.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


