STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
Shri Mohammad Hanif,

C/o Rehman Dyers,

Gopi Padha Street, 

Sadar Bazar, NABHA,

District: Patiala – 147201.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nabha, District: Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2026 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Mohammad Hannif,  appellant, in person.

Shri Jaswant Singh, SEPO and Shri Deepak Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Mohammad Hanif, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 07.05.2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Financial Commissioner, Rural Development and Panchayat,  sought Action Taken Report on his complainant dated 28.02.2014 against Shri Jodh Singh, Sarpanch and Shri Gehna Khan for constructing an unauthorized street namely Masjid Wali Gali. 

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          11.06.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was 

received in the Commission on 17.06.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 10.09.2014.
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3. 

On 10.09.2014, the respondent sought  some more time to supply  the requisite  information to the appellant,  which was   granted. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to supply complete point-wise information to the appellant within 30 days  with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 03.12.2014.
4.

On 03.12.2014,  the appellant informed  that no information had been supplied to him so far. The respondent informed  that information could not be supplied about the particular street due to a marriage ceremony in that area. He sought  some more time to enable him to supply the requisite information, which was  granted. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 20 days, failing which punitive action under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. 
5.

Today, the respondent states that BDPO Nabha has written to  SHO, Sadan Thana, Nabha to register an FIR against Shri Raj Singh S/o Shri Ram Chand and Shri Darshasn Singh S/o Shri Harchand Singh, Guru Teg Bahadur. He  further states that the information regarding Point No. 2 has been supplied to the appellant. 
6.

In view of the above noted factual position, the case is disposed of and closed. 




 




Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 09-01-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Mohammad Hanif,

C/o Rehman Dyers,

Gopi Padha Street, 

Sadar Bazar, NABHA,

District: Patiala – 147201.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nabha, District: Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2022 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Mohammad Hannif,  appellant, in person.

Shri Jaswant Singh, SEPO and Shri Deepak Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Mohammad Hanif, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01.04.2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nabha, District: Patiala, sought information regarding grants received and works undertaken  by the Gram Panchayats of Block Nabha, which are under Shri Rampal Singla, Junior Engineer. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  07.05.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 11.06.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was 

received in the Commission on 17.06.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 10.09.2014.
Contd……p/2

AC- 2022 of 2014  


-2-  
3. 

On 10.09.2014, the respondent sought  some more time to supply  the requisite  information to the appellant,  which was   granted.  Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete point-wise information to the appellant within 30 days  with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 03.12.2014.
4.

On 03.12.2014,  the respondents informed  that complete information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that provided information was  incomplete. Consequently, the status of provided information was  discussed in the court. After discussion it came  to the notice of the Commission that the information sought at Points ‘n’ and ‘J’(2,5,6,) had  not been supplied as yet. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the pending information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent hands over remaining information to the appellant in the court today. After perusing the information, the appellant informs that the provided information is not complete and it has not been duly attested. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to point out deficiencies in the provided information, in writing, to the PIO with a  copy to the Commission. The BDPO Nabha is directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant. He is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission  of the factual position of the case. 
6.

Adjourned  to 24.02.2015  at 2.00 P.M.
in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-33-34(First Floor), Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 09-01-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-33-34(First Floor), SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Salim Mohammad,

Salim Electronics, Alohran Gate,

NABHA – 147201.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nabha, District: Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Patiala.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1947 of 2014  

Order

Present: 
Shri Salim Mohammad,  appellant, in person.

Shri Hardip Singh, Panchayat Secretary Nabha,  on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Salim Mohammad, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 20.03.2014 , addressed to PIO, office of  Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nabha, District: Patiala, sought copies of certain documents of Gram Panchayat Saluwal, Block: Nabha, District: Patiala regarding grants, resolutions, works, Bus Stand 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   26.04.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  30.05.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 03.06.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 10.09.2014.

3.

On 10.09.2014, the Respondent stated that the complainant had been asked to deposit the document charges to get the information but the complainant had 
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not deposited the document charges till date. Since the complainant had not been asked to deposit the document charges within stipulated period, the respondent PIO  was  directed to provide  the information free of cost.  The respondent sought  some more time to supply  the requisite  information to the appellant,  which was   granted. The PIO was directed to supply complete point-wise information to the appellant within 30 days  with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 03.12.2014  for confirmation of compliance of orders.

4.

On 03.12.2014, Shri Hardip Singh, Panchayat Secretary Nabha, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, handed  over the information to the appellant regarding Points No. 1, 3, 4, 5, 10 to the appellant in the court. He further informed that the information regarding Point No. 2 would  be supplied within 20 days and the information regarding Points No. 6,7,8,9 and 11 is not available in their regard. 

5.

Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the information regarding Point No. 2  to the appellant before the next date of hearing. He was  also directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing to the effect that the information asked for at Points No. 6,7,8,9 and 11 is not available in their record. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the respondent hands over information regarding point No. 2 to the appellant in the court today. After perusing the information, the appellant informs that the information has not been duly attested and numbered.  He further states that as per the directions of the Commission  issued on the last date of hearing, an affidavit in respect of information asked for at Points No. 6,7,8,9 and 11 has not been submitted by the BDPO so far. Accordingly, the BDPO Nabha  is directed to 
attest  and number the provided information. He is also directed to submit an  affidavit on the next date of hearing to the effect that the information asked for at Points No. 6,7,8,9, and 11 is not available in their record.  

7.

Adjourned  to 24.02.2015  at 2.00 P.M.
in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-33-34(First Floor), Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
 














Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:09-01-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
Shri Yash Paul Dua,

House No. 2946/1, Sector: 42-C,

Chandigarh.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Nursing Registration Council,

SCO No. 109, Sector:40-C, Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Punjab Nursing Registration Council,

SCO No. 109, Sector:40-C, Chandigarh.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1948 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

 Smt. Sudarshan Kumari,  Superintendent; Smt. Meenakshi, Senior Assistant; Smt. Sharda, Senior Assistant and Smt. Surinder Kaur, Senior Assistant,  Punjab Nursing Registration Council, Chandigarh, on behalf of the respondents.
 


Shri Yash Paul Dua, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 08.03.2014,    addressed to PIO, office of Punjab Nursing Registration Council, SCO No. 109, Sector:40-C, Chandigarh,  sought certain information regarding number of candidates admitted as on last date of admission in all colleges affiliated to PNRN and number of 

candidates who appeared in ANM/GNM examinations in all the colleges during the years 2004-05, 2005-06, 2011-12 and 2012-13.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  17.04.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application
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dated 03.06.2014 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 10.09.2014.
3. 

On 10.09.2014, the respondent submitted  that the information sought by the appellant is voluminous and as per Section 7(9) of RTI Act, 2005,  they would  have to divert their sources to prepare the sought information in the prescribed Performa and requests that the appellant might  be asked to seek some specific information as available in their record. Accordingly, the appellant was directed to ask for specific information as available in the record of the Public Authority. The case was adjourned to 03.12.2014.

4.

On 03.12.2014,  none was  present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent. One last opportunity  was afforded to the appellant to ask for specific information as available in the record of the Public Authority, failing which the case would be closed. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Smt. Sudarshan Kumari,  Superintendent, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, has brought requisite information for handing over the same to the appellant. The appellant is not present. Therefore, the respondent is directed to send the requisite information to the appellant by registered post. A perusal of the information reveals that it is exactly as per the requirement of the appellant through his RTI application. 

6.

Therefore, the instant case is disposed of and closed. 
 






Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 09-01-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Vijay Kumar,

S/o Late Shri R.D.Joshi, 

House No. C-14, Model Town,

Kharar-140301, District: Mohali.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1554 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Puneet Sharma, Advocate,  on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri  Vijay Kumar, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated nil,        addressed to PIO, office of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar,   sought certain information on 24 points with regard to observer duty for PTU Examination -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 03.04.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated nil  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22.04.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 02.07.2014.

3.

On 02.07.2014, a letter dated nil had been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend the hearing due to some personal problems and he had requested to take suitable decision in his absence. Besides, a letter No. PTU/RTI/N/2790, dated 27.06.2014 had been received from SPIO(Nodal Officer), PTU, Jalandhar addressed to the appellant and a copy endorsed
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to the Commission, vide which requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant. 

Ld. Counsel for the respondents sought  some more time to study the case. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission, failing which it would  be presumed that he has  received the requisite information to his satisfaction. The case was adjourned for 16.09.2014.

4.

On 16.09.2014, a letter dated 11.09.2014 was received from the appellant informing the Commission that he was   unable to attend the hearing due to some personal reasons. He  further informed that incomplete information had  been supplied to him by Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.   Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send his observations/deficiencies  on the provided information 
to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 03.12.2014.
5.

On 03.12.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondent informed   the Commission that the appellant had  not turn up for inspection of record and no observations, on the provided information, had  been received from him. Therefore, one last opportunity was  afforded to the appellant to send his observations, if any, on the provided information, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission, failing which  it would be entailed  that he is satisfied with the provided information and the case would  be closed. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs the Commission that no observations, on the provided information, have been received from the appellant, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information. He requests  that the case may be closed. 
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 09-01-2015


             State Information Commissioner
  
    
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

H.No.7, Indra Market,Gill Road,

Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Local Government, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,


Department of Local Government.


Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

3.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.

4.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.


5.
Public Information Commissioner,


o/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

6.
Public Information Commissioner,


o/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

7.
Public Information Commissioner,


o/o Municipal Corporation, Phagwara.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.1131 of 2013     

Order
Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh,  appellant, in person.
Shri Baljinder Singh, Superintendent, LG-1 Branch; Shri Paramjit Singh, APIO, office of DLG and Shri Parampal Singh, ATP, M.C. Jalandhar, on behalf of the respondents.
 



The case was last heard on 04.03.2014,  when the appellant stated that he submitted his RTI application on 04.02.2013 to the PIO of the office of Principal 
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Secretary Local Government, Punjab,  for seeking information on 22 points pertaining to 

Shri S.S.Bindra, Assistant Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana but complete 

information had not been provided to him as yet even a period of 1 year had lapsed.

Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, appearing on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, stated that he had not brought any information. Taking a very callous and lackadaisical approach  of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, seriously  in the instant case, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was issued a show-cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on her for not supplying  information to the appellant. In  addition to the written reply, the PIO was  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 i.e. today. It was made clear that in case she did  not file her written reply and did  not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that she had  nothing to say and the Commission would  proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. The case was adjourned to 07.05.2014. 

2.

On 07.05.2014, Shri Satish Malhotra, Draftsman(HQ), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, appearing  on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, submitted  a letter No. 195/A.T.P.(HQ)/PIO, dated 07.05.2014 from Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal Corporation Ludhiana, appending therewith a reply to the show-cause notice issued to Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-Cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Vide above noted  letter, Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, had requested the Commission to exempt Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, Assistant Town Planner-cum-PIO(H.Q), Drawing & Building Branch from personal appearance today as her continuous presence was required  to  carry  out a major demolition drive  in Ludhiana planned  by Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on 07.05.2014. 

3.

Since Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-Cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and the appellant were  not present,   the 
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case was  Adjourned with the  directions that the PIOs of the offices of Principal Secretary Local Government, Director Local Government, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur and the appellant must be present on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 02.07.2014.

4.

On 02.07.2014,  Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana was  present. She stated that no paper relating to the instant case came to her notice,   though the instant RTI application stood  transferred to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana from PSLG under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005. She  further stated  that the information asked for at Points No. 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 11, 12, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21 related to the office of PSLG  and Point No. 6 related to Municipal Corporation, Phagwara and Points No. 8, 9, 10 related to Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar. Accordingly, the PIOs of the office of PSLG, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana  Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar and Municipal Corporation, Phagwara were  directed to supply the information relating to their offices  to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 
During hearing, it was  noted with concern that in this case RTI application was submitted by the appellant to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary  Local Government  on 04.02.2013 for seeking information on 22 counts and it is very strange that till date it is not clear as to what  information is to be provided by which office,  though a period of 17 months had lapsed. In this background,  Shri Davinder Singh, PCS, Additional Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  was called upon to apprise  the Commission of the present status of the case vis-à-vis its  factual position,  in person on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. A copy each of the order was  forwarded to the Principal Secretary, Local

Government, Punjab and Director Local Government, Punjab, to ensure the supply of  requisite information to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 16.09.2014.
5.

On 16.09.2014, As per the directions of the Commission  issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Davinder Singh, PCS,  Additional Commissioner-cum-First 
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Appellate Authority, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was  present.  He made  a writtensubmission containing the status as well as the facts of the case, which was  taken on record. He also explained  the position orally asserting that the information relating to Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana had already been supplied to the appellant.  Accordingly, he was exempted from personal appearance during future hearings in the instant case. 

6.

The appellant reiterated  that complete information had  not been supplied to him as yet. Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana stated that the information relating to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana had already  been supplied to the appellant. She further stated  that the remaining information related to offices of PSLG,  Municipal Corporation, Phagwara and Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.  Viewing the absence of  PIOs of the offices of P.S.L.G. and Municipal Corporation, Phagwara seriously, they were given another opportunity  to supply the requisite information  to the appellant relating to their offices, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against them. They were  also directed to be present in person to apprise the Commission of the status of supplied information so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay as his RTI application is pending since 04.02.2013. The case was adjourned to 03.12.2014.
7.

On 03.12.2014,  a letter dated 02.12.2014 was  received through FAX from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend hearing  due to his Law Examinations. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date.

8.

Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, M.C. Ludhiana(Now Jalandhar)  made written submission stating that the information relating to M.C. Ludhiana had already been supplied to the appellant. She submitted that she might  be exempted from appearance in the instant case as she had been transferred to M.C. Jalandhar. Her request was  accepted and in her place Shri M.P.S. Kalra, XEN-cum-MTP, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana would  pursue the case. 
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9.

Smt. Manjeet Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of PSLG, informed  that the information relating to their office had been supplied. After detailed discussion it was  directed that information regarding Points No. 11 and 12 be supplied by the PIO of the office of DLG.

10.

Absence of PIOs of M.C. Phagwara and M.C. Jalandhar was  viewed seriously. PIO of M.C. Phagwara was  directed to supply information regarding Point No.6 and PIO of  M.C. Jalandhar was  directed to supply information regarding Points No. 8 and 9. They were  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the status of provided information, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against them.
 On the request of the appellant, the case was  adjourned for today. 
11.

Today, the respondents hand over remaining information to the appellant in the court today with a copy to the Commission, which is taken on record.  The appellant expresses satisfaction over the provided information and he requests that the case may be closed. 
12.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 09-01-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

H.No.7, Indra Market,Gill Road, Ludhiana.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Local Government, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,


Department of Local Government.


Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

3.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.

4.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.


5.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

6.
Public Information Officer, 


o/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar,

7.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Municipal Corporation, Phagwara.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1123 of 2013     

Order
Present: 
 Shri Karandeep Singh,  appellant, in person.
Shri Baljinder Singh, Superintendent, LG-1 Branch and Shri Paramjit Singh, APIO, office of DLG on behalf of the respondents.
 

 



The case was last heard on 04.03.2014, when the appellant stated that he 
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submitted his RTI application on 04.02.2013 to PIO of the office of Director, Local 

Government, Punjab, Chandigarh,  for seeking information on 22  points pertaining to 

Shri S.S.Bindra, Assistant Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana but complete 

information had not been provided to him as yet even a period of 1 year had lapsed. Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, appearing on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, stated that he had  not   brought any information. Taking a very callous and lackadaisical approach  of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, vis-à-vis the PIO of the office of Director Local Government, Punjab,  seriously  in the instant case, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  and PIO of the office of Director Local Government Punjab, were issued a show-cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on them  for not supplying  information to the appellant. In  addition to the written reply, they were   also  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 i.e.today. It was made clear that in case they did  not file their  written reply and did not avail themselves  of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed,  it would  be presumed that they had   nothing to say and the Commission would  proceed to take further proceedings against them  ex-parte. The case was adjourned to 07.05.2014.

2.

On 07.05.2014,  Smt. Swaranjit Kaur, Superintendent-cum-PIO,  office of Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh submitted  a reply to the show-cause notice issued to her on the last date of hearing vide letter No. 16592, dated 07.05.2014,   which  was  taken on record. In the written reply and orally in the court today, she had submitted that the RTI application of the applicant and his first appeal filed before First Appellate Authority had been transferred to Local Government-1 Branch  vide letters No. 6516, dated 21.02.2013  and No. 12993, dated 08.04.2013 respectively  as the matter related to them.  In the last she had  requested the Commission to drop the show-cause notice issued to her on 04.03.2014.  

3.

Shri Satish Malhotra, Draftsman(HQ), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, appearing  on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, submitted  a letter No. 

Contd…..p/3

AC-1123 of 2013   



-3-  
195/A.T.P.(HQ)/PIO, dated 07.05.2014 from Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal 

Corporation Ludhiana, appending therewith a reply to the show-cause notice issued to

Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-Cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Vide above noted  letter, Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, had  requested the Commission to exempt Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, Assistant Town Planner-cum-PIO(H.Q), Drawing & Building Branch from personal appearance as her continuous presence was  required  to  carry  out a major demolition drive  in Ludhiana planned  by Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on 07.05.2014. 

4.

Since Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-Cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and the appellant were  not present,  the case was adjourned with the  directions that the PIOs of the offices of Principal Secretary Local Government, Director Local Government, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur and the appellant must be present on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 02.07.2014.

5.

On 02.07.2014,  Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana was  present. She stated  that no paper relating to the instant case came to her notice,  though the instant RTI application stood  transferred to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana from PSLG under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005. She  further stated that the information asked for at Points No. 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 11, 12, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21 related to the office of PSLG  and Point No. 6 related to Municipal Corporation, Phagwara and Points No. 8, 9, 10 related to Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar. Accordingly, the PIOs of the office of PSLG, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana  Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar and Municipal Corporation, Phagwara were directed to supply the information relating to their offices  to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 
During hearing, it was  noted with concern that in this case RTI application was submitted by the appellant to the PIO of the office of Director 

 Local Government  on 04.02.2013 for seeking information on 22 counts and it was 

 verystrange that till date it was  not clear as to what  information was  to be provided by which office,  though a period of 17 months has lapsed. In this background

 Shri Davinder Singh, PCS, Additional Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority, 
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Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was called upon to apprise  the Commission of the present status of the case vis-à-vis its  factual position,  in person on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. A copy each of the order was  forwarded to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab and Director Local Government, Punjab, to ensure the supply of requisite information to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for 16.09.2014.

6.

On 16.09.2014, as per the directions of the Commission  issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Davinder Singh, PCS,  Additional Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was  present . He made  a written submission containing the status as well as the facts of the case, which was  taken on record. He also explained  the position orally asserting that the information relating to Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana had already been supplied to the appellant.  Accordingly, he was  exempted from personal appearance during future hearings in the instant case. 

7.

The appellant reiterated  that complete information had  not been supplied to him as yet. Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana stated  that the information relating to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana had already  been supplied to the appellant. She further stated  that the remaining information related  to offices of PSLG, Municipal Corporation, Phagwara and Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.  Viewing the absence of  PIOs of the offices of P.S.L.G. and Municipal Corporation, Phagwara seriously, they were  given another opportunity  to supply the requisite information  to the appellant relating to their offices, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against them. 

8.

Since  the requisite information relates to Shri Surinder Singh Bindra, ATP,  D.L.G. is his appointing authority  and instant RTI application has been submitted to D.L.G.,   the PIO of the office of D.L.G. was  directed to be present in person to apprise the Commission of the status of supplied information so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay as his RTI 
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application is pending since 04.02.2013. The case was adjourned to 03.12.2014.
9.

On 03.12.2014,  a letter dated 02.12.2014 was  received through FAX from the appellant informing the Commission that he was unable to attend hearing due to his Law Examinations. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date.

10.

Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, M.C. Ludhiana(Now Jalandhar)  made a written submission stating that the information relating to M.C. Ludhiana had  already been supplied to the appellant. She  submitted that she might  be exempted from appearance in the instant case as she had  been transferred to M.C. Jalandhar. Her request was  accepted and it was directed that in her place Shri M.P.S. Kalra, XEN-cum-MTP, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana would  pursue the case. 

11.

Smt. Manjeet Kaur, Senior A
ssistant, office of PSLG, informed  that the information relating to their office had been supplied. After detailed discussion it was directed that information regarding Points No. 11 and 12 be supplied by the PIO of the office of DLG.

12.

Absence of PIOs of M.C. Phagwara and M.C. Jalandhar was  viewed seriously. PIO of M.C. Phagwara was  directed to supply information regarding Point No.6 and PIO of  M.C. Jalandhar was  directed to supply information regarding Points No. 8 and 9. They were  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the status of provided information, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against them.
 On the request of the appellant, the case was  adjourned for today.
13.

Today, the respondents hand over remaining information to the appellant in the court today.  The appellant expresses satisfaction over the provided information and he requests that the case may be closed. 

14.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 












Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 09-01-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

H.No.7, Indra Market,Gill Road,

Ludhiana.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Local Government, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,


Department of Local Government.


Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

3.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.

4.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.


5.
Public Information Officer,


o/o  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

6.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Municipal Corporation, Phagwara.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1102 of 2013     

Order

Present: 
 Shri Karandeep Singh,  appellant, in person.
Shri Baljinder Singh, Superintendent, LG-1 Branch and Shri Paramjit Singh, APIO, office of DLG on behalf of the respondents.
 


The case was last heard on 04.03.2014,  when the appellant stated that 

he submitted his RTI application on 30.01.2013 to PIO of the office of Director, Local 

Government, Punjab, Chandigarh,  for seeking information on 15  points pertaining to 
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Shri S.S.Bindra, Assistant Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana but complete information had not been provided to him as yet even a period of 1 year had lapsed. Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, appearing on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, stated that he had not  brought any information. Taking a very callous and lackadaisical

 approach  of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, vis-à-vis the PIO of the office of Director 

Local Government, Punjab,  seriously  in the instant case, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  and PIO of the office of Director Local Government Punjab, were  issued a show-cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on them  for not supplying  information to the appellant within stipulated time frame as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.  In  addition to the written reply, they were   also  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. It was made clear that in  case they did   not file their  written reply and did not avail themselves  of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that they had  nothing to say and the Commission would  proceed to take further proceedings against them  ex-parte. The case was adjourned to 07.05.2014.

2.

On 07.05.2014, Smt. Swaranjit Kaur, Superintendent-cum-PIO,  office of Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh submitted  a reply to the show-cause notice issued to her on the last date of hearing vide letter No. 16593, dated 07.05.2014,   which  was  taken on record. In the written reply and orally in the court today, she had explained that the information had been asked for by the appellant on 15 points of which points No. 1 to 11 and point No. 13 related  to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana whereas points No. 12 , 14 and 15 related to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh. In the last she had requested the Commission to

 drop the show-cause notice issued to her on 04.03.2014. 

3.

Shri Satish Malhotra, Draftsman(HQ), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, 

appearing  on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, submitted  a letter No. 

195/A.T.P.(HQ)/PIO, dated 07.05.2014 from Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal 
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Corporation Ludhiana, appending therewith a reply to the show-cause notice issued to Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-Cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Vide above noted  letter, Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, had requested the Commission  to exempt Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, 

Assistant Town Planner-cum-PIO(H.Q), Drawing & Building Branch from personal appearance as her continuous presence  was required  to  carry  out a major demolition drive  in Ludhiana planned  by Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on 07.05.2014. 

4.

Since Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and the appellant were  not present,  the case  was  adjourned for today  with the  directions that the PIOs of the offices of Principal Secretary Local Government, Director Local Government, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur and the appellant must be present on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 02.07.2014. 

5.

On 02.07.2014, Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana was  present. She stated that no paper relating to the instant case came to her notice before,  though the instant RTI application stood transferred to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana from PSLG under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005. She  further stated that the information asked for at Points No. 4,5,6,7,13,14,15 related to the office of PSLG  and Point No. 8 related to Municipal Corporation, Phagwara. Accordingly, the PIOs of the office of PSLG, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana  and Municipal Corporation, Phagwara were directed to supply the information relating to their offices  to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 
During hearing, it was noted with concern that in this case RTI application was submitted by the 

appellant to the PIO of the office of Director Local Government on 30.01.2013 for seeking information on 15 counts and it was very strange that till date it was  not clear as to what  information is to be provided by which office,  though a period of 18 months had lapsed. In this background,  Shri Davinder Singh, PCS, Additional Commissioner-

-cum-First Appellate Authority, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was called upon to apprise  the Commission of the status of the case vis-à-vis its  factual position,  in 
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person on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. A copy each of the order was  forwarded to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab and Director Local Government, Punjab, to ensure the supply of requisite information to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 16.09.2014.

6.

On 16.09.2014, as per the directions of the Commission  issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Davinder Singh, PCS,  Additional Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was  present. He made  a written submission containing the status as well as the facts of the case, which was  taken on record. He also explained  the position orally asserting that the information relating to Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana had already been supplied to the appellant.  Accordingly, he was exempted from personal appearance during future hearings in the instant case. 

7.

The appellant reiterated that complete information had not been supplied to him as yet. Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana stated  that the information relating to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana had already  been supplied to the appellant. She further stated that the remaining information related  to offices of PSLG and Municipal Corporation, Phagwara. Viewing the absence of  PIOs of the offices of P.S.L.G. and Municipal Corporation, Phagwara seriously, they were given another opportunity  to supply the requisite information  to the appellant relating to their offices, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be 

initiated against them. 

8.

Since  the requisite information related to Shri Surinder Singh Bindra, ATP,  D.L.G. is his appointing authority  and instant RTI application has been submitted to D.L.G., the PIO of the office of D.L.G. was  directed to be present in person to apprise the Commission of the status of supplied information so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay as his RTI application is pending since 30.01.2013. The case was adjourned to 03.12.2014
9.

On 03.12.2014,  a letter dated 02.12.2014 was  received through FAX from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend hearing  due 
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to his Law Examinations. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date.

10.

Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, M.C. Ludhiana(Now Jalandhar)  made  written submission stating that the information relating to M.C. Ludhiana had already been supplied to the appellant. She  submitted that she might  be exempted from appearance in the instant case as she had been transferred to M.C. Jalandhar. Her request was  accepted and it was directed that  in her place Shri M.P.S. Kalra, XEN-cum-MTP, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana would  pursue the case. 

11.

Smt. Manjeet Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of PSLG, informed  that the information relating to their office had been supplied. After detailed discussion it was directed that information relating to the office of DLG  be supplied by the PIO  before the next date of hearing.

12.

Absence of PIO of M.C. Phagwara was viewed seriously. He  was  directed to supply information regarding Point No.8  and to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the status of provided information, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against them.
On the request of the appellant, the case was  adjourned for today.
13.

Today, the respondents hand over remaining information to the appellant in the court today.  The appellant expresses satisfaction over the provided information and he requests that the case may be closed. 

14.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 











      Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 09-01-2015


             State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

H.No.7, Indra Market,Gill Road, Ludhiana.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Local Government, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,


Department of Local Government.


Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

3.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.

4.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.


5.
Public Information Officer,


o/o  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

6.
Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Corporation, Phagwara.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1117 of 2013     

Order
Present: 
 Shri Karandeep Singh,  appellant, in person.
Shri Baljinder Singh, Superintendent, LG-1 Branch and Shri Paramjit Singh, APIO, office of DLG on behalf of the respondents.
 


The case was last heard on 04.03.2014,  when the appellant stated that 

he submitted his RTI application on 30.01.2013 to the PIO of the office of Principal 
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Secretary, Local Government, Punjab, for seeking information on 15  points pertaining to Shri S. S. Bindra, Assistant Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana but 

complete information had not been provided to him as yet even a period of 1 year had 

lapsed. Shri Om Parkash, Clerk, appearing on behalf of Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana, stated that he had not brought any information. Taking a very callous and 

lackadaisical approach  of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, seriously  in the instant case, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was   issued a show-cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on her for not supplying  information to the appellant. In  addition to the written reply, the PIO was also  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. It was made clear that in case she did  not file her written reply and did  not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would  be presumed that she had nothing to say and the Commission would proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. The case was adjourned to 07.05.2014.

2.

On 07.05.2014, Shri Satish Malhotra, Draftsman(HQ), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, appearing  on behalf of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, submitted  a letter No. 195/A.T.P.(HQ)/PIO, dated 07.05.2014 from Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal Corporation Ludhiana, appending therewith a reply to the show-cause notice issued to Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-Cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Vide above noted  letter, Joint Commissioner(G), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, had requested the Commission to exempt Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, Assistant Town Planner-cum-PIO(H.Q), Drawing & Building Branch from personal appearance today as her continuous presence was  required  to  carry  out a major demolition drive  in Ludhiana planned  by Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, on 07.05.2014. 

3.

Since Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-Cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and the appellant were  not present, the case 
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 was adjourned  with the  directions that the PIOs of the offices of Principal Secretary 

  Local Government, Director Local Government, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur and the appellant must be present on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 02.07.2014.

4.

On 02.07.2014, Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana was  present. She stated that no paper relating to the instant case came to her notice,   though the instant RTI application stood  transferred to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana from PSLG under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005. She  further stated that the information asked for at Points No. 4,5,6,7,13,14,15 related to the office of PSLG  and Point No. 8 related to Municipal Corporation, Phagwara. Accordingly, the PIOs of the office of PSLG, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana  and Municipal Corporation, Phagwara were  directed to supply the information relating to their offices  to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 
During hearing, it was  noted with concern that in this case RTI application was submitted by the appellant to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government  on 30.01.2013 for seeking information on 15 counts and it was  very strange that till date it was  not clear as to what  information was  to be provided by which office,  though a period of 18 months had lapsed. In this background,  Shri Davinder Singh, PCS, Additional Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was called upon to apprise  the Commission of the present status of the case vis-à-vis its  factual position,  in person on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 
A copy each of the order was  forwarded to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab and Director Local Government, Punjab, to ensure the supply of  requisite information   to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 16.09.2014.

5.

On 16.09.2014, as per the directions of the Commission  issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Davinder Singh, PCS,  Additional Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  was present. He made  a written submission containing the status as well as the facts of the case, which was  taken on record. He also explained  the position orally asserting that the information relating to
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 Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana had already been supplied to the appellant.  Accordingly, he was  exempted from personal appearance during future hearings in the instant case. 

6.

The appellant reiterated that complete information had not been supplied to him as yet. Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana stated that the information relating to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana had  already  been supplied to the appellant. She further stated that the remaining information relates to offices of PSLG and Municipal Corporation, Phagwara. Viewing the absence of  PIOs of the offices of P.S.L.G. and Municipal Corporation, Phagwara seriously, they were given another opportunity  to supply the requisite information  to the appellant relating to their offices, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be 

initiated against them. They were also directed to be present in person to apprise the Commission of the status of supplied information so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay as his RTI application is pending since 30.01.2013. The case was adjourned to 03.12.2014.
7.

On 03.12.2014,  a letter dated 02.12.2014 was  received through FAX from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend hearing today due to his Law Examinations. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date.

8.

Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, M.C. Ludhiana(Now Jalandhar)  made a  written submission stating that the information relating to M.C. Ludhiana had already been supplied to the appellant. She  submitted that she might  be exempted from appearance in the instant case as she had  been transferred to M.C. Jalandhar. Her request was  accepted and it was directed that in her place Shri M.P.S. Kalra, XEN-cum-MTP, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana would  pursue the case. 

9.

Smt. Manjeet Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of PSLG, informed  that the information relating to their office had been supplied. After detailed discussion it was  directed that information relating to the office of DLG  be supplied by the PIO  before the next date of hearing.

10.

Absence of PIO of M.C. Phagwara was viewed seriously. He  was  
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directed to supply information regarding Point No.8  and to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the status of provided information, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against them.
On the request of the appellant, the case was adjourned for today.
11.

Today, the respondents hand over remaining information to the appellant in the court today with a copy to the Commission, which is taken on record.  The appellant expresses satisfaction over the provided information and he requests that the case may be closed. 

12.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 





Sd/-




Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 09-01-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karaj Singh,

Village Mial Khurd Tehsil Samana,

District:  Patiala.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat

Officer, Samana, District Patiala.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  2158 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Karaj Singh, complainant, in  person.

Shri  Narbhinder Singh, BDPO Samana,  on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 30-12-2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Karaj Singh sought various information regarding grants received by Gram Panchayat Mial Khurd and detail of works got done  and also the detail of  income from Shamlat Land. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Karaj Singh  filed a complaint dated 05-08-2014 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on  05-08-2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  12.11.2014.

3.

On 12.11.2014, Shri Satnam Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondent informed  that the information had not been supplied to the complainant because he had not deposited the charges for the documents to be supplied to him. A perusal of the case file revealed  that the complainant was asked by the PIO vide letter dated 05.02.2014 to deposit Rs. 2,000/- as document charges whereas RTI application was received in the office of the PIO on 20.01.2014. Since 

the complainant had  been asked to deposit document charges after 16 days, the PIO was directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant, free of cost. The
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complainant 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 29.01.2015  at 2.00 P.M., which  was later preponed  to 03.12.2014  due to certain administrative reasons.

4.

On 03.12.2014,  Shri  Mashhoor Singh, Sarpanch, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informed the Commission that requisite information had  been supplied to the complainant by post. The complainant informed  that he had not received the information so far. The respondent was  not able to explain the factual position of the case as he was  not well conversant with its facts. Therefore, the BDPO, Samana, District: Patiala was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record to explain the status of the provided information vis-à-vis the reasons for the  delay in the supply of information. The case was adjourned  for today.
5.

Today, the complainant submits that on 12.11.2014 it was ordered by the Commission to supply the information free of cost and consequently document charges of Rs. 2,000/- deposited by him have not been refunded to him  so far. Accordingly, the BDPO Samana is directed to refund Rs. 2,000/- to the complainant. The complainant further informs that the provided information is still incomplete as copy of Pension Pass Book and pension detail for the period 01.02.2012 to 30.04.2012 has not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, the BDPO Samana is directed to supply this remaining information to complainant. Shri Narbhinder Singh, BDPO, Samana assures the Commission that the remaining information will be supplied to the complainant and document charges amounting to Rs. 2,000/- will be refunded to the complainant within a week. 
6.

On the assurance given by BDPO Samana, the case is disposed of and closed. 







             Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 09-01-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Gurtej Singh

H.No.23560,Gali No.3-1/2,

Near Gurdwara Sahib,Harbans Nagar,

Bathinda.








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.








…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 2416 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
None for the  complainant.
Shri Lachhman Singh, HC-1754 Bathinda, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 23-04-2014, addressed to the respondent, Shri                Gurtej Singh sought various information/documents in respect of Superintendent of Police, Bathinda. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Gurtej Singh   filed a complaint dated 28-08-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on   28-08-2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  04.12.2014.
3.

On 04.12.2014, the respondent submitted  a letter No. 439/5A/RTI, dated 03.12.2014 from SSP Bathinda requesting the Commission to punish the complainant as he was  wasting time of their office and that of the Commission by asking useless information which was  not in the public interest. The respondent stated  that the information asked for by the complainant is vague and illegible. 

4.

A perusal of the  RTI application of the complainant revealed  that the information asked for by the complainant was  vague and not legible as it was  
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handwritten.  Therefore, the complainant  was  advised to seek point-wise specific information through a typed letter, addressed to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.  The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Shri Lachhman Singh, HC-1754 Bathinda, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informs the Commission that requisite information has been sent to the complainant by post and he is satisfied. He submits a copy of the supplied information to the Commission, which is taken on record. Since the complainant is not present today, he  is directed to send his observations, if any, on  the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 


6.

Adjourned to  12.03.2015  at 2.00 P.M. in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-33-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.















Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 09-01-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO 32-33-34(First Floor), SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Sh.Jaskaran Singh,

Ward No. 16,Mohalla Radharka, 

Mansa-151505.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.



    



 …Respondents.

Appeal Case  No. 1463 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the  appellant.
Smt.  Anuradha Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Jaskaran Singh,  Appellant , vide an RTI application dated 09-01-2014, addressed to PIO, office of Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought certain information on 4 points regarding interview held on 23.08.2013 for the post of Assistant Professor.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 21-02-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  11-04-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11-04-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  25.07.2014.

3.

On 25.07.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the information asked for at Points No. 1 and 2 had already been supplied to the appellant. 
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The appellant informed  that the provided information was incomplete as  the information asked for at points No. 3 and 4 had not been supplied.  Accordingly, the PIO was directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 15.10.2014 for confirmation of compliance of orders.

4.

On 15.10.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the information asked for at Points No. 3 and 4 related  to third party i.e. Smt. Amarjot Kaur and she had  not given her consent to supply the information relating to her. Besides, a letter was  received in the Commission from Smt. Amarjot Kaur on 18.09.2014 to seek permission for appearing before the Commission to request that the information relating to her might  not be supplied to the appellant. 
The information asked for by the appellant was  perused and discussed in the court and found that the sought information is not personal information of Smt. Amarjot Kaur as the same exists in the office domain of the University. Therefore, Smt. Amarjot Kaur  was  not heard by the Commission and the PIO  was  once again directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 13.11.2014.

5.

On 13.11.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the information available on record had been supplied to the appellant whereas the appellant informed  that the provided information was  still not complete. In those circumstances, the PIO was  directed to be present in person alongwith complete record on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the  case so that complete requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay as the instant RTI application is pending since 09.01.2014. The case was adjourned to 04.12.2014.
6.

   On 04.12.2014, the appellant informed  that the information regarding Point No. 4 had not been supplied to him as yet. Ld. Counsel for the respondents pleaded  that identity of members of Selection Committee cannot be disclosed. After discussing the matter at length and in view of the public interest involved, the PIO
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was  directed to supply the information asked for at Point No. 4 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. 

7.

Today, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend the hearing today.  Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant in another case and the same information has been sought in the instant case. The appellant  is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission.                                                                                                 

8.

Adjourned to 18.03.2015  at 2.00 P.M. in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-33-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 09-01-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-33-34(First Floor), SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Parkash Singh,

Village Chandiala

Tehsil Khamanon, 

Fatehgarh Sahib.







…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Khamanon, District 

Fatehgarh Sahib.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.1816 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
None for the  complainant.
Shri Rajinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated  07-03-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Ajit Singh  sought photo copies of Proceeding Register of Gram Panchayat Chandiala for the period from 01.02.2008 to 31.05.2013.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Ajit Singh     filed a complaint dated 21-06-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 27-06--2014  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  23.09.2014.

3.

On 23.09.2014, Shri Rajinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informed  the Commission that the complainant was asked vide a letter to deposit the document charges. Since no document charges were deposited by him, the requisite information was not supplied to him. The complainant asserted  that he had  not received any letter from the PIO for depositing the document charges. The respondent was  directed to produce proof on the next date of hearing to show that the complainant was written a letter for depositing the document charges.

4.

Shri Rajinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, further stated  that he had 
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brought the information.  He handed  over the information running into 342 pages to 

the complainant. The complainant sought  time to study the provided information, which was  granted. The complainant was directed to furnish his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 09.12.2014.
5.

On 09.12.2014, Shri Rajinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informed  that complete information was supplied to the complainant, free of cost,  on the last date of hearing.  The complainant stated  that he had  received the information but it was  late by more than 9 months. He submitted  that a penalty might  be imposed upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information and  he might  be compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by him during this long period. 

6.

Accordingly, the PIO was  issued a Show-Cause Notice to explain reasons through a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of complete information to the complainant and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. He was  also afforded an opportunity of personal hearing before taking any action under Section 20 of RTI Act, 2005. The case was adjourned for today. 
7.

Today,  Shri Rajinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, submits an duly attested  affidavit dated 09.01.2015 explaining reasons, 
in detail,  for the delay in the supply of the information.  I am fully convinced with the plea put forth by the Panchayat Secretary. Therefore, no action is ordered to be taken against him. 
8.

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














Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 09-01-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

    SCO 32-33-34(First Floor), SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017  (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohammad Hannif,

C/o Rahiman Dyers, Gopi Padha

Street, Sadar Bazar, Nabha-147201

District Patiala.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Nabha, District:  Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2720 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Mohammad Hannif,  appellant, in person.

Shri Jaswant Singh, SEPO and Shri Deepak Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Mohammad Hannif, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated   12-05-2014, addressed to APIO-cum-DRO, Patiala,  sought certain information on 6 points regarding action taken on letter dated 17.04.2014 from Gram Panchayat Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar, Block: Nabha for constructing a drainage and action taken by the office of SDM Nabha  on Ednst No. 121-C-3, dated 25.04.2014 alongwith different types of Forms available in the office of SDM Nabha and their price. 

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  30-06-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 29-08-204  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 04-09-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.12.2014.
Contd……p/2

AC- 2720 of 2014   



-2- 
3.

On 11.12.2014, the appellant informed  that information had been supplied to him and he was  satisfied except   Point  No. T(1)  which  was  incorrect and incomplete. Accordingly, Shri Gurmail Singh, BDPO Nabha was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case so that the information asked for at Point No. T(1)  could be supplied to the appellant  to his satisfaction. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Shri Jaswant Singh, SEPO, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that Shri Gurmail Singh, BDPO, Nabha is not present today due to ill health of his son. Accordingly, BDPO, Nabha is directed to supply correct information in respect of Point No. T(1) . He is also directed to submit  factual position regarding Point No. T(1)  through an affidavit personally on the next date of hearing.
5.

Adjourned to 24.02.2015 at 2.00 P.M. in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-33-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.















Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 09-01-2015


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Shri Gurmail Singh,




REGISTERED



Block Development and Panchayat Officer,



Nabha, District: Patiala.
