STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Mohammad Hanniff,

C/o Rahiman Dyers, Gopi Padha Street,

Sadar Bazar, Nabha-147201 District: Patiala.




…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. 484 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Mohammad Hanniff,  Appellant, in person.

Smt. Pushpa Rani,  Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri  Mohammad Hanniff ,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated  05-11-2014, addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Reports on three complaints  dated 21.10.2014 submitted against Smt. Mohnder Kaur, Sarpanch;  Shri Balbir Singh, Secretary; Shri Fakiria Khan, Panch and Shri Gurnam Singh, Panch, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar, Block and Tehsil: Nabha, District: Patiala. 

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 23-11-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  29-01-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  29-01-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 05.05.2015, which was postponed to 11.05.2015 due to certain administrative reasons. 

3.

On 11.05.2015,  Smt. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Senior Assistant, appearing 

on behalf of the respondents informed  that a report in the matter had  been received 
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from District Development and Panchayat Officer, Patiala vide letter No. 517-518/DA, 
dated 08.05.2015. She handed  over a report of DDPO, Patiala to the appellant in the court.  She further informed  that  action would  be taken by the Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Mohali on the report of the DDPO, Patiala in due course.  Accordingly, the PIO was   directed that a report of action taken by the Director, Rural Development    on the report of DDPO, Patiala, be supplied to the appellant, with a copy to the Commission, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 21.07.2015.
4.

A memo. No. 6/30/2013-Patiala-S/5381-83, dated 22.06.2015,  addressed to the appellant,  with a copy endorsed to the Commission, was  received from the Deputy Director-cum-PIO, office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Mohali vide which it had been informed that Inquiry Report had been received from DDPO, Patiala vide letter No. 517/D.A., dated 08.05.2015 and on the basis of this report, a notice was  issued to the Sarpanch and reply to the notice has also been received from the Sarpanch.  The respondent informs that now the case  had been put up to the competent authority for passing appropriate orders. She assured  that as and when a decision was  taken by the competent authority,  Action Taken Report  would be supplied to the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to take  further necessary action  so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 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.
5.

Today, the appellant informs that the information provided regarding Point No. 3 is unattested whereas no information regarding Points No. 1 and 2 has been supplied as yet. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply duly attested point-wise complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
6.

Adjourned to  21.10.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 









  Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 08-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh,

House No.1085, Sector 70,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Financial Commissioner,

Revenue, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Financial Commissioner,

Revenue, Punjab Civil Secretariat,  Chandigarh.

…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3462 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Kuldeep Singh,  appellant, in person.

Smt. Manjit Kaur, Under Secretary-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri Kuldeep Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 9-9-2014,        addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his revision/review filed in response to Memo. No. 2(1)181/09- wn1(6)/4385, dated 20.03.2010 and sought information regarding quantum of financial loss to the Government on account of the act done by him for which 20% cut has been imposed in his pension. 

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  9-10-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 20-11-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 21-11-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.01.2015.

3.

On 28.01.2015, Shri Jagmohan Singh, Superintendent, appearing on 

behalf of the respondents, informed  the Commission that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed   that information regarding Point 
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No. 1 had been supplied but the information regarding Point No. 2 had not been supplied as yet. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter  at length, the PIO  was  directed to supply the information in respect of Point No. 2  to the appellant within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 17.03.2015.

4.

A letter No. 13/71/14-RE-1(6)/424812/2, dated 27.02.2015, addressed to the appellant was  received from APIO  vide which information regarding Point No. 2 had been supplied to the appellant.  A letter dated 05.03.2015 had been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  not satisfied with the provided information. 

5.

A letter dated 13.03.2015 was  received from the appellant informing the Commission that he was unable to attend hearing on 17.03.2015  as he  had to appear in the court of Sessions Judge Mohali. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 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 to 14.05.2015.

6.

On 14.05.2015, a letter No. 13/71/14-wn1(6)$4074, dated 13.05.2015 was  received from Shri Jagmohan Singh, Superintendent Grade-1-cum-APIO seeking exemption from personal appearance as he had to attend  Punjab & Haryana Court in connection with Contempt Case No. 3546 of 2014. He  informed that the appellant had  not furnished any observations on the information provided to him. 
The appellant informed  that he had  already sent his observations on the provided information to the PIO. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send his observations, on the provided information, again  to the PIO by registered post. The case was adjourned to 24.06.2015.

7.

On 24.06.2015,  a letter dated 24.06.2015 was  received from the appellant requesting that he might  be exempted from appearance as he was  occupied with some family function. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. A telephonic  message was  received from the office of the respondents requesting for adjournment of the case.  On the request of the appellant as well as the respondent, the case was adjourned to 23.07.2015.
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8.

On 23.07.2015,  Shri Jagmohan Singh, Superintendent,  appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the information, available on record, had already  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant expressed  dis-satisfaction while stating that the provided information was  incomplete and misleading. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the PIO was  directed to submit a duly attested affidavit,  on the next date of hearing,  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.
9.

As per the directions of the Commission  issued  on the last date of hearing, Smt. Manjit Kaur, Under Secretary-cum-PIO, appearing on behalf of the respondents, hands over affidavit to the appellant in the court today.
10.

Since the orders of the Commission have been complied with, the case is disposed of and closed. 









  Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 08-09-2015


             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: 
Shri Kuldip Singh,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Kuldip Singh,  DDPO Pathankot; Shri Ram Lubhaya, BDPO, Dhar Kalan and Shri Manjit Singh,  Senior Assistant, 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.

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 13.02.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  01.04.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.06.2015.

3.

On 11.06.2015,  a letter dated 24.06.2015 was  received from the appellant requesting that he might  be exempted from appearance as he was  occupied with some family function. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
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4.

The respondent informed  that during hearing of the first appeal by the First Appellate Authority, the BDPO Dhar Kalan assured that a proposal would be sent to the Director but no proposal had  been received from the BDPO so far.  Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to issue  instructions to  all concerned to send the proposal for taking further necessary action  at the level of the Director so that Action Taken Report could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 
A copy each of the order was sent to Divisional Deputy Director Jalandhar, District Development and Panchayat Officer, Pathankot and Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dhar Kalan, District Pathankot to ensure that the proposal  was sent to the Director without any further delay, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 23.07.2015.
5.

On 23.07.2015,  Shri Ram Lubhaya, BDPO, Dhar Kalan appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that he had recently joined at Dhar Kalan and  assured that the proposal would  be sent to the Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali within 30 days for taking further necessary action. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, Shri Kuldip Singh,  DDPO Pathankot, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs that the case has been recast and sent to Divisional Deputy Director, Jalandhar. Consequently, the whole matter is discussed in detail.  After hearing both the parties, Divisional Deputy Director Jalandhar is 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.
7.

Adjourned to  28.10.2015  at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 08-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sumer Singh,

H.No.1897/B,Pipal Wali Gali,

Near Khera Mandir, Ragho Majra, Patiala.




…Appellant

               Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Development & Panchayat

Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Rural Development &

Panchayats, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3282 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Gian Singh, Panchayat Officer, on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri  Sumer Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 27.02.2013,      addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 5 points regarding complaint filed  by Shri Paras Ram against Shri Vijay Kumar alongwith copy of inquiry report and copies of statements. 

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  05.07.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 28.10.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 03.11.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.02.2015, which was further postponed to 23.02.2015  due to 

certain administrative reasons.

3.

On 23.02.2015, Shri Bhupinder Singh, Development Assistant, office of 

DDPO, Patiala, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, submitted  a letter No. 

266/RTI, dated 20.02.2015 from DDPO, Patiala, which  was  taken on record. Vide the 
said letter DDPO Patiala has  informed the Commission that an inquiry is being 
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conducted on the complaint. He has  assured that requisite information would be 
supplied to the complainant on the completion of the inquiry. The case was adjourned to 12.05.2015.

4.

On 12.05.2015, a letter dated 11.05.2015 was  received from the appellant through e-mail informing the Commission that no information had  been provided to him as yet.

5.

The respondent submitted  a letter No. 596/RTI, dated 11.05.2015 from DDPO, Patiala vide which he has informed that the cases are pending in the court of Collector-cum-DDPO, Patiala and  has assured that as and when the cases are finalized, requisite information would  be supplied to the appellant.  The case was adjourned to 28.07.2015.
6.

A letter dated 28.07.2015 was  received through e-mail from the appellant informing that no information had been provided to him till date. The respondent had brought the information for handing over the same to the appellant in the court but the appellant was  not present. Accordingly, 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. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 2220/RTI, dated 27.07.2015 from DDPO,  Patiala informing that the cases in connection with  the said land were pending in the court of Collector-cum-DDPO Patiala, which have now been decided and Tehsildar Patiala has been asked to take the possession of the land. It has been further informed that after due possession of the land is taken  by the Panchayat, the instant complaint submitted by Shri Sumer Singh, Appellant, will be finally decided.
8.

In view of the facts and circumstances narrated above,  the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information alongwith Inquiry Report to the appellant, under intimation to the Commission,  without any further delay.
9.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 








  Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  08-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Jain,

S/o Late Shri Chaman Lal Jain,

House No. 1964, B-24 Street No. 5,

Kuldeep Nagar, Basti Mani Singh, LUDHIANA.



…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ludhiana – 141001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Ludhiana – 141001.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  248 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
Shri Rajinder Jain, Appellant, in person.
Shri Puneet Narang, Data Entry Operator, office of Sub-Registrar, Ludhiana(East), on behalf of the respondents.



Shri Rajinder Jain,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 29.10.2014, addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his complainant dated 11.10.2014 against the owners of Jai Ganesh Firm for registering commercial site as domestic and possessing property beyond the known sources of income.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  09.12.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 30.12.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 06.01.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 09.04.2015.

3.

On 09.04.2015, the appellant informed  that Action Taken Report on his 

complainant dated 29.10.2014 had  not been supplied to him as yet. None was  present 

on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO 
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was  directed that the matter be decided at the earliest and an Action Taken Report be 

sent to the appellant within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission. He was  also directed to explain reasons for absence today and the reasons for delay in the supply of  requisite information. The case was adjourned to 18.06.2015, which was further  postponed to 26.06.2015  due to certain administrative reasons.

4.

None  was  present on  behalf of the respondents during second consecutive hearing on 26.06.2015.  Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity  was  afforded to the PIO to supply the requisite information to the appellant  within 20 days, under intimation to the Commission. He was  also directed to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case alongwith reasons for delay, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him ex-parte. The case was adjourned to 28.07.2015.
5.

On 28.07.2015, Shri  Puneet  Narang, Data Entry Operator, office of Sub-Registrar, Ludhiana(East), appearing on behalf of the respondents, informed  that RTI application of the appellant had been transferred by the office of Deputy Commissioner  Ludhiana  to their office for supplying information  to the appellant. He sought  some more time to enable them to supply the information to the appellant,  which was  granted.  On the request of the respondent, the case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, who confirms it while requesting that the case may be closed.
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









  Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 08-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

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

Focal Point, Ludhiana – 141010. 






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (G),

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.



…Respondents





Appeal Case  No. 992 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Smt. Rattan Deep Kaur, Junior Assistant, RTI Branch, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Kuldip Kumar Kaura, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 07.11.2015, addressed to PIO, sought following  information on 4  points:-

(1)
Copy of orders passed by the Deputy Commissioner Ludhiana to conduct the meetings of officers/officials on off days.

(2)
Copy of attendance record of employees on such meetings.

(3)
Copy of office order passed granting compensatory leave to employees.

(4)
Copy of office orders issued to cancel the meetings on the spot,  if any, without prior notice.

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 13.12.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 17.03.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  the same day   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was 
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issued to the parties for 18.06.2015, which was postponed to 26.06.2015 due to certain administrative reasons.

3.

A letter No. 1822/5709/PIO/RTI, dated 18.06.2015 was  received from DRO-cum-PIO, Ludhiana informing that the appellant had  been asked vide letter No. 862/5709/PIO/RTI, dated 16.03.2015 to contact Superintendent(General), office of D.C. Ludhiana for inspection of record.

4.

A letter dated 23.06.2015 was  received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he  was  unable to attend hearing to due to ill health. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date.  He  also  informed that he had  been asked by the PIO to inspect the record but the record was  not voluminous for which inspection  was  required. He  alleged that the record was   being  suppressed intentionally. He  submitted to serve the respondent PIO with a notice for penalty and compensation u/s 20(1) and 19(8)b as they had  wasted eight months in the supply of few pages of information. 

5.

Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant as per his RTI application before the next date of hearing. He was  also directed to explain reasons for delay in the supply of information.  On the request of the appellant, the case was adjourned to 28.07.2015.
6.

A letter dated 24.07.2015 was  received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to ill health. He  further informed that no information had been supplied to him as yet. He  requested that a notice might  be issued to the PIO under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 for imposing penalty.

7.

On 28.07.2015,  the respondent sought  some more time to enable them to supply the information as  the PIO was  on ex-India leave. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay, failing which punitive action would be  initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today. 
8.

A letter dated 03.09.2015 has been received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend the hearing today due to ill health. He has 
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further informed that no information has been supplied to him till date. He has requested to impose penalty upon the PIO and award compensation to him.
9.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 2902/RTI, dated 07.09.2015 from Deputy Commissioner Ludhiana seeking exemption for DRO-cum-PIO from personal appearance in the Commission today due to visit of Deputy Chief Minister, Punjab, to Ludhiana. Deputy Commissioner Ludhiana has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.
10.

The respondent also submits a letter No. 2900/5709/OIO/RTI, dated 07.09.2015 from DRO-cum-PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, a copy of which has also been sent to the appellant, vide which facts and circumstances of the instant case have been narrated. 
11.

Accordingly, DRO-cum-PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana is directed to explain the factual position of the case vis-à-vis the reasons for delay in the supply of information, in person, on the next date of  hearing.
12.

On the request of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana,  the case is adjourned to  28.10.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing  in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 








  Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 08-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  R.C.Verma,

A-76, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.






…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officers

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

2.
First Appellate Authority,


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

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


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2951 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri R. C. Verma,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  R.C.Verma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  04-07-2014,      addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his representation dated 24.05.2014  regarding fixation of pay of Shri Arun Mehra of Hindu College, Amritsar and sanction of his salary grant under 95% Salary deficit Grant-in-aid Scheme. 

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 13-08-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  24-09-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 24-09-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.01.2015.

3.

On 08.01.2015, Shri Surinder Pal, Deputy Director, office of  D.P.I. (Colleges),  Punjab submitted  a letter No. 20/14-2014-Grant-1(1), dated  05.01.2015, 

 which was  taken on record. Vide the said letter it has been informed that an inquiry has been conducted into the matter by Assistant Director(Establishment) and a copy of 
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the inquiry report was  enclosed with the letter. A copy of the Inquiry Report  was  

handed over to the appellant in the court. 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 to 03.03.2015.

4.

On 03.03.2015,  the appellant informed  that the provided information  was incomplete and he had  sent his observations to the PIO but no reply had  been received as yet. Respondent informed that observations of the appellant had  not been received in the office as yet. Accordingly, one copy of the observations  was  handed over to the respondent by the appellant in the court. The PIO  was  directed to send requisite information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him. The case was adjourned to 13.05.2015. 

5.

On 13.05.2015,  the respondent informed  that the appellant had  sought Action Taken Report of his representation dated 24.05.2014 but this representation  was  not available in their office. Consequently, a copy of representation dated 24.05.2014  was  handed over to the respondent by the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 29.07.2015.
6.

On 29.07.2015,  the respondent handed  over requisite  information to the appellant in the court. The appellant sought  time to study the provided information. Accordingly, 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 for today.
7.

A letter dated 20.08.2015  has been received from the appellant vide which he has furnished  deficiencies on two points  in the provided information to the PIO. 
8.

Today, the respondent submits a Memo. No. 20/14-2014-Grant1(1), dated 08.09.2015, addressed to the appellant and a copy endorsed to the Commission vide which the D.P.I.(Colleges), Punjab has supplied the remaining information  to the appellant in view of the deficiencies pointed out by him. 
9.

The appellant informs that the information regarding Point No. 1 has been 
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supplied.  Regarding Point No. 2, he submits that  the action taken by the office of D.P.I. to stop and even refund the Grant of Hindu College, Amritsar particularly in the case of Dr. Arun Mehra of Hindu College, Amritsar has not been supplied as yet. The respondent submits that the appellant has been informed vide above said letter that regarding Point No. 2, comments from the College have been sought and on their receipt, necessary action will be taken. 
10.

After hearing both the parties, it  is directed that as and when action regarding Point No. 2 is complete, an Action Taken Report be sent to the appellant, under intimation to the Commission,  within 2 months.  
11.

In the circumstances narrated above, the instant case is disposed of and closed. 









  Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 08-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. H.S Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

SAS Nagar, 3B-1, Mohali. 







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner,


Ferozepur.







…Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 991 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Balwant Rai, E.T.O. Moga, on behalf  of the respondents.

Shri  H . S. Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 30.12.2014,         addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding Appeal Case No. 2477 of 2014 concerning AETC Moga. 

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 31.01.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 17.03.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.06.2015, which was postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.

3.

A letter dated 26.06.2015 was  received through e-mail from the 

appellant seeking exemption from appearance.   He  informed that no information had  been supplied to him till date. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
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4.

A letter dated 06.05.2015 was  received from APIO-cum-ETO, Moga informing that the appellant had  been asked vide letter No. 1051/RTI, dated 12.01.2015 to deposit Rs. 632/- as document charges for  the information running into 316 pages but he had not  deposited the same. On the request of the appellant, the case was adjourned to 29.07.2015. 
5.

On 29.07.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him so far.  Accordingly, the respondent 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 for today.
6.

Today, the respondent submits that information was not earlier supplied to the appellant as he had not deposited document charges amounting to Rs.632/-. After discussing the matter,  it  is observed that the appellant was asked to deposit document charges after 22 days. Therefore, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite  information to the appellant, free of cost. Accordingly, the respondent hands over information running into 316 pages to the appellant in the court today. The appellant seeks time to study the provided information, which is granted and 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 14.10.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









         Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 08-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase: 3B1, S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali) – 160059.



…Appellant

                           Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Town Planner,

Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Senior Town Planner, 
Ludhiana.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1228 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Harjinder Singh, Planning Officer, office of  District Town Planner, Faridkot, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  H. S. Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 25.11.2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 8  points regarding Change of Land Use. 

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 10.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 09.04.2015    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 09.04.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 30.06.2015.

3.

A letter dated 30.06.2015 was  received through e-mail from the appellant seeking exemption from personal appearance.  He   informed that no information had been supplied to him till date and  requested that the respondents might  be directed to provided him complete point-wise information. He  further requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 

4.

On 30.06.2015,  Shri Varinder Singh, District Town Planner, Faridkot, 
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appearing on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the information   was  ready but it had  not been sent to the appellant as he had  not deposited the document charges till date. Since the appellant had  not been asked to deposit document charges within stipulated time frame as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, the respondent  was directed to send the information to the appellant, free of cost, by registered post.  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 to 29.07.2015.
5.

On 29.07.2015,  the respondent informed  that the information had  been sent to the appellant by registered post on 13.07.2015. The appellant informed  that he had  not received the information as yet. The respondent assured  that he would  provide the information to 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.
6.

Today, the appellant expresses satisfaction over the provided information and requests that the case may be closed. 
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









  Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 08-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase: 3B1, S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali) – 160059.



…Appellant

                           Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

SCO No. 13-14, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

SCO No. 13-14, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1229 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Rajiv Kumar, SPIO-cum-AETC Patiala,  on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  H. S. Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 20.01.2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 10  points regarding inquiring the  conduct of Taxation Officials of Moga for not taking any action in the cases of unregistered Firms for non-payment of VAT and other taxes to the Department alongwith Action Taken Report on his complaints dated 01.12.2013 and 24.02.2014 and 04.08.2014.
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 23.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 09.04.2015    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 09.04.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 30.06.2015.

3.

A letter dated 30.06.2015 was  received through e-mail from the appellant
seeking exemption from personal appearance.  He  informed that no information had 

been supplied to him till date and  requested that the respondents might  be directed to
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provided him complete point-wise information. He  further requested to adjourn the case to some other date.   Smt. Urvashi Goel, ETO-cum-APIO, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that a report from AETC Moga  had  been sent to the appellant on 04.06.2015 and no observations had  been received from him till date. 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 to 29.07.2015.
4.

On 29.07.2015, the respondent informed  that requisite information had been sent to the appellant on 04.06.2015. The appellant informed  that he had not received the information as yet. Consequently, the respondent handed  over information to the appellant in the court.  After going through the provided information, the appellant informed  that the provided information was  incorrect and irrelevant. He submitted  that a show-cause notice might  be issued to the PIO for the delay in the supply of information. 

5.

After hearing both the parties, the PIO was  directed to supply correct information to the appellant exactly as per his RTI application, before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the respondent hands over information to the appellant. The appellant, while expressing dis-satisfaction, asserts that he wants Action Taken Report from ETC, Punjab, Chandigarh on his complaint dated 04.08.2014  regarding inquiring the  conduct of Taxation Officials of Moga for not taking any action in the cases of unregistered Firms for non-payment of VAT and other taxes to the Department. During discussion, it is observed that complaint dated 04.08.2015 is not in  the possession  of the respondent.  While  handing over a copy of complaint dated 04.08.2014 to the respondent, the PIO is directed to supply a detailed Action Taken Report to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
7.

Adjourned to 28.10.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










  Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 08-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase: 3B1, S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali) – 160059.



…Appellant

                           Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Feroepur.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1310 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Ravinder Pal Singh, Superintendent, office of AETC, Moga,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  H. S. Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 29.12.2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information to ensure the implementation of provisions of Section 4 of RTI Act, 2015. 

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 31.01.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 16.04.2015    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16.04.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 30.06.2015.

3.

A letter dated 30.06.2015 was  received through e-mail from the appellant seeking exemption from personal appearance.  He   informed that no information had  been supplied to him till date and  requested that the respondents might  be directed to provided him complete point-wise information. He  further requested to adjourn the case 

to some other date.    The respondent informed  that requisite information had  been 
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sent to the appellant by registered post on 30.01.2015. Since the appellant  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 29.07.2015.
4.

On 29.07.2015,  the appellant informed  that the PIO had  directed him to  down-load  the information from the Web-site of the head office of their Department but the sought information was  not available there. As the information was  to be supplied by the Public Authority, the PIO  was  directed to send the sought  information to the appellant as per his RTI application. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant informs that requisite information has not been supplied to him as yet.  Shri Ravinder Pal Singh, Superintendent, office of AETC, Moga,  appearing on behalf of the respondents, seeks  some more time to enable him to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which is granted. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. 
 6.

Adjourned to 14.10.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










  Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 08-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase: 3B1, S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali) – 160059.




…Appellant

                           Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Assistant  Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Feroepur.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1358 of 2015   

Order
Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Balkaran Singh, Excise Inspector, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  H. S. Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 31.12.2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 8 points relating to L 50 Licence Holders of District Moga.

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 31.01.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 22.04.2015    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22.04.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 30.06.2015.

3.

A letter dated 30.06.2015 was  received through e-mail from the appellant seeking exemption from personal appearance. He informed that no information had  been supplied to him till date and  requested that the respondents might be directed to provided him complete point-wise information. He  further requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
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4.

The respondent informed  that requisite information had been sent to the appellant by registered post on 13.01.2015 and 22.01.2015. Since the appellant  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 29.07.2015.
5.

On 29.07.2015,  the appellant informed  that reply had been received from the PIO but the sought documents had not been supplied  till date. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite documents to the appellant as per his RTI application 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 for today.
6.

Today, Shri Balkaran Singh, Excise Inspector, appearing on behalf of the respondents, hands over information to the appellant in the court, who after perusing the information, expresses satisfaction. 
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed  of and closed. 







  

Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 08-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

H.No.3402 Sector 71,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.160071.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Committee, Moga-142001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Committee, 
Moga-142001.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 400 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, Appellant, in person.

Shri Rajiv Kumar, Building Inspector,    on behalf of the respondents.



Shri  H.S.Hundal  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  14-11-2014,       addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 5 points regarding approved Plan of Dutt Road, Moga including all its internal streets.

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  15-12-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  20-01-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 20-01-2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.04.2015.

3.

On 22.04.2015, none was  present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent nor any intimation had been received from them. Therefore, one more  opportunity was  afforded to them to pursue their case. However, the respondent PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 03.06.2015.

4.

On 03.06.2015,  the respondent handed  over a letter No. 105, dated 29.05.2015 to the appellant in the court containing reply to his RTI application vide 
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which  it had  been informed that since  Master Plan  of Moga  was  not available, information  regarding Point No. 1 could not  be supplied. It had  been further informed that the information asked for at Points No. 2, 3, 4 and 5 was  vague. Accordingly, Shri Baljit Singh Dhillon, Inspector-cum-PIO was  directed to explain the factual position of the case,  in person,  on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 16.07.2015, which was further postponed to 30.07.2015 due to certain administrative reasons.

5.

On 30.07.2015,  the appellant informed that no information had been supplied to him till date. Smt. Monica Anand, A.T.P. Moga-cum-PIO, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the sought information was  not readily available in their record and the same would  have to be prepared after conducting a survey. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the PIO was directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the respondent hands over information to the appellant in the court. After perusing the provided information, the appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete, incorrect and misleading. Accordingly, Shri Vijay Kumar, ATP-cum-PIO is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record to explain the factual position of the case so that complete and correct information could be supplied to the appellant. 
7.

Adjourned to  28.10.2015  at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing  in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









               Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 08-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Vijay Kumar, A.T.P.,




REGISTERED


Municipal Corporation,



Moga.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. H.S Hundal, (Advocate)

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Committee,

Moga- 142001

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Moga.








…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 809 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, Appellant, in person.

Shri Rajiv Kumar, Building Inspector,   on behalf of the respondents.

Shri H.S.Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 06.12.2014,       addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 10 points regarding the CLU case of Godawri Hyundai Car Dealers running a Car Agency on Ludhiana Road. 

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 03.03.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 10.06.2015.

3.

A letter dated 09.06.2015 was  received from the appellant through e-mail seeking exemption from his presence.   He   informed that he had visited the office of PIO continuously but information had  been denied on one pretext or the other. He  requested that the respondents may be directed to provide complete point-wise information to him. He   also requested to adjourn the case to any date in the month of July, 2015.
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4.

The respondent submits a copy of letter No. 113, dated 09.06.2015, addressed to the appellant vide which the information regarding Points No. 1 and 10 had  been sent to the appellant. Regarding information asked for at Points No. 2 to 9, it had  been informed that this information  was  not available in the Building Branch of Corporation and the same might be obtained from PWD or D.T.P. Ferozepur. Accordingly, the respondent  was  directed to send this letter in original alongwith information  regarding Points No. 1 and 10 to the appellant by registered post and the appellant was directed to send his observations, if any, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 16.07.2015, which was further postponed to 30.07.2015 due to certain administrative reasons.

5.

On 30.07.2015,  the appellant informed  that no document, sought  by him vide the instant RTI application,  had  been supplied to him till date  Smt. Monica Anand, A.T.P. Moga-cum-PIO, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the sought information was  not readily available in their record and the same would  have to be prepared after conducting a survey. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the respondent hands over information to the appellant in the court today. He submits a letter No. 280, dated 07.09.2015 enclosing therewith a copy of provided information. After perusing the provided information, the appellant seeks copies of relevant Notifications identifying the location of the said Building. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply copies of relevant Notifications to the appellant, before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission.
7.

Adjourned to  21.10.2015  at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing  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:  08-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
