STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Jarnail Singh S/o 

Shri Asa Singh,

R/o Cheema Road, Kot Ise Khan,

Tehsil Dharamkot, District: Moga.





…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o General Manager,

The Ferozepur Milk Products Union Ltd.,

Mallwal, P.O. Bajidpur,

District: Ferozepur.







…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 657 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Jarnail Singh, complainant, in person.
None for the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 01.11.2013  addressed to the respondent, Shri               Jarnail Singh, sought various information/documents regarding non-payment of security charges of Rs. 10,000/-,  transportation charges of Rs. 23205/-  and reasons for illegal deduction of Rs. 2760/-  in respect of his son Rana Gurmit Singh.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jarnail Singh vide letter dated 17.12.2013 requested the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur to direct the  General Manager,

The Ferozepur Milk Products Union Ltd.,Mallwal, P.O. Bajidpur,District: Ferozepur to provide his requisite information.  The PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur vide letter No. 157, dated 20..12.2013 directed the General Manager to 

provide the requisite information to the applicant. On getting no information, the 
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applicant filed a complaint dated 27.01.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 31.01.2014 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  06.05.2014.
3.

The PIO of the office of Milk Union, Ferozepur vide letters No. 2463,  dated 20.01.2014, No. 2599, dated 05.02.2014 and  No. 3011-12, dated 29.03.2014 asked the complainant to deposit postal  charges of Rs. 25/- so that the information could be supplied to him.

4.

On 06.05.2014, the complainant stated  that he had not received the above-said three letters of the PIO. He made  a written submission requesting for the payment of above noted amount, which  was  taken on record. The information sought for by the complainant was  discussed in detail. After the discussion, the PIO  was  directed to make a written submission on the next date of hearing giving detail of reasons as to why the payment of security amount and the  transportation charges
 has not been made to the complainant so far and also as to why Rs. 2760/- have been deducted.  The PIO  was  also directed to make pending payment to the complainant, which is due to him as per the agreement. The case was adjourned  for today.
5.

Today, a written submission has been received from Shri Harbans Sharma, Counsel for the respondent vide which he has inter-alia submitted that the Ferzoepur District Milk Producers Union Limited Ferozepur is Cooperative Society registered under Punjab Cooperative Societies Act, 1961 and the respondent milk union is not a Public Authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of RTI Act, and is not amenable to the jurisdiction of this Hon’ble Court and is not bound to  supply information under RTI Act. In the last, Ld. Counsel for the respondent has prayed that in view of the stay granted by Hon’ble  High Court and the adjournment sine die of the cases by the Hon’ble State Information Commission Punjab, the instant complaint case may be dismissed or adjourned sine die in the interest of justice as the respondent milk union is not a Public Authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of RTI Act.
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6.

In view of the submission made by Ld. Counsel for the respondent and the stay granted by Hon’ble High Court  in LPA No. 1190 of 2011 – The Hindu Urban Cooperative Bank Ltd. Pathankot Vs. The State Information Commission Punjab, the instant case is for the time being disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Manjit Singh alias Kuku,

S/o Shri Mohinder Singh,

House No. 288-A, Ward No.18,

Sunam City – 148028,

District: Sangrur.







…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, Shaheed Udham Singh Govt. College,

Sunam, District: Sangrur.






…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 670 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Manjit Singh, complainant, in person.
Shri Harish Kumar, Junior Assistant, Shaheed Udham Singh Government College, Sunam, on behalf of the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 17.12.2013  addressed to the respondent, Shri               Manjit Singh sought various information/documents  with regard to grant received by the 

College from the Punjab Government and the detail of works undertaken by the College with the said grant.
Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Manjit Singh filed a complaint dated 11.02.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  17.02.2014  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  06.05.2014.
2.

On 06.05.2014, the respondent made  a written submission dated 06.05.2014 from Shri Darshan Singh, PIO-cum-Principal, Shaheed Udham Singh Government College, Sunam, which  was  taken on record. In the written submission,
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the PIO has inter-alia submitted that the complainant was intimated through office letter No. 263, dated 26.12.2013 under Section 3(a) of RTI Act that he may have access to the solicited information comprising of thousands of pages in person and may select the required pages which may be supplied after the complainant remits the charges to be incurred for compiling and supplying the information but the complainant never turned up.   Shri Amrit Samra, appearing on behalf of the respondents added  that the requisite information is very voluminous and is 15 years old. 
After going through the written submission made by the PIO and discussing the matter at length, Shri Manjit Singh, complainant,  was  directed to inspect the entire record and identify the specific  documents required by him as the demanded  information is very huge and old.  Besides, the PIO  was  directed to provide the identified documents to the complainant after the inspection,  on the spot, free of cost, as the information is already late. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today,  it  is brought to the  notice of the Commission that the complainant could not inspect the record and identify the documents required by him. Therefore, Shri Manjit Singh, complainant, is again directed to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him and the PIO is directed to provide the identified documents to the complainant after the inspection of the record, failing which  punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
4.

Adjourned to 28.08.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.










Sd/-


 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  11-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Manjit Singh alias Kuku,

S/o Shri Mohinder Singh,

House No. 288-A, Ward No.18,

Sunam City – 148028,

District: Sangrur.







…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Vice Chancellor, Punjabi University,

Patiala.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 676 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Manjit Singh, complainant, in person.


Shri Ashish Bansal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 31.10.2013  addressed to the respondent, Shri               Manjit Singh sought copies of  question papers and answer sheets of A, B and C papers of B.A. Part-III(Maths) and the marks obtained by Ms. Harmeet Kaur D/o Shri Darshan Singh(Roll No. 313072)  in papers A, B and C of B.A-III(Maths).
2.

The PIO(Dean, Academic Affairs) OF Punjabi University Patiala sent a reply to the applicant vide letter No. 8271/S-7/940-13/RTI Cell, dated 20.11.2013 . Being not satisfied with the reply of the PIO,  Shri Manjit Singh filed a complaint dated 11.02.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  17.02.2014  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  06.05.2014.
3.

On 06.05.2014,  since  none   was present for the parties, one more opportunity was  afforded to them to pursue their case. The PIO  was  directed to supply requisite complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.The case was adjourned for today.
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4.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondent submits that the complainant has been informed by the University vide letter No. 8271, dated 20.11.2013 that as per the judgement of Hon’ble Supreme Court the applicant can inspect only his own answer-sheet and can have a photocopy of the same. Information about any other person cannot be obtained. 
5.

In view of the judgement of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, the instant case is disposed of and closed.





 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Surinder Singh Handa,

Ward No. 2 Near Mata Modi Chowk,

City Sunam – 148028,

District: Sangrur.







…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, 

Shaheed Udham Singh Government College,

Sunam, District: Sangrur.






…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 687 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Manjit Singh, on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Harish Kumar, Junior Assistant, Shaheed Udham Singh Government College, Sunam, on behalf of the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 17.12.2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri               Shri Surinder Singh Handa, sought various information/documents with regard to recruitment of Class-IV employees from 2005 till date. Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the applicant filed a complaint dated 11.02.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  18.02.2014  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  06.05.2014.
2.

On 06.05.2014, the respondent made  a written submission dated 06.05.2014 from Shri Darshan Singh, PIO-cum-Principal, Shaheed Udham Singh Government College, Sunam, which was  taken on record. In the written submission,
the PIO has  inter-alia submitted that the complainant was intimated through office letter
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No. 262, dated 26.12.2013 under Section 3(a) of RTI Act that he may  have access to 
the solicited information comprising of thousands of pages in person and may select the required pages which may  be supplied after the complainant remits   the charges to be incurred for compiling and supplying the information but the complainant never turned up. Shri Amrit Samra, appearing on behalf of the respondents added  that the requisite information is  very voluminous and is 9 years old. 
After going through the written submission made by the PIO and discussing the matter at length, Shri Surinder Singh Handa,, complainant, was directed to inspect the entire record and identify the specific  documents required by him as the asked information is very huge and old.  Besides, the PIO was  directed to provide the identified documents to the complainant after the inspection,  on the spot, free of cost, as the information  was  already late. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today,  it  is brought to the  notice of the Commission that the complainant could not inspect the record and identify the documents required by him. Therefore, Shri Surinder Singh Handa,, complainant, is again directed to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him and the PIO is directed to provide the identified documents to the complainant after the inspection of the record, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
4.

Adjourned to 28.08.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-



  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

President, Council of RTI Activists,

Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram, LUDHIANA.






…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Vigilance Officer,

Director Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Senior Vigilance Officer,

Director Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1000 of 2013    

Order
Present: 
None for the parties.


In this case on 28.01.2014, a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed upon Shri Atul Sharma, the then Senior Vigilance Officer-cum-PIO, office of Director Local Government, Punjab for the inordinate/intentional delay in the supply of requisite information to the appellant. On 26.03.2014, Shri Rakesh Garg, present PIO-cum-Senior Vigilance Officer, office of Director Local Government, Punjab, appearing on behalf of the respondents stated that the Department had decided to file an appeal in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court against the orders of the Commission dated 28.01.2014. On 09.04.2014 Shri Rakesh Garg informed  the Commission that the 

Department had filed a Civil Writ Petition  in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court against the orders of the Commission dated 28.01.2014. He requested the Commission to adjourn the case to some other date with the assurance  that the orders of the  
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Commission would be complied with before the next date of hearing and the case was adjourned to 06.05.2014.
2.

On 06.05.2014, Shri Atul Sharma, the then Senior Vigilance Officer-cum-PIO, informed  the Commission the Writ Petition No. 8482 of 2014 had been filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court against the orders of the Commission dated 28.01.2014 and the Hon’ble Court had asked for some documents and the case had been adjourned. He requested  that the instant case might  be adjourned to some other date and assured  that the orders of the Commission dated 28.01.2014 would be complied with before the next date of hearing i.e. today. 

3.

Today, a letter No. 1594, dated 11.06.2014 has been received from Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Bathinda   through  FAX informing the Commission that penalty amount of Rs. 25,000/- has been deposited in the  State Treasury vide Challan No. 105, dated 11.06.2014. 
4.

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










Sd/-


 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ashok Kumar,

Barnala Road, Ward No.1,

Bhikhi-151504, 

District Mansa.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Bhikhi  District Mansa.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Regional Deputy Director,


Local Government, Bathinda.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2554 of 2013     

Order

Present: 
Shri Ashok Kumar, Appellant, in person.

Shri Gagandeep Singh, Advocate and Shri Baresh Kumar, Executive Officer, Nagar Council Bhikhi, on behalf of  the respondents. 


In  this case, on 20.02.2014 none was present on behalf of the respondents. The appellant stated that despite the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing,  no information had been supplied to him. Viewing the absence of the respondents and the fact that no information had been supplied to the appellant despite the directions issued on the last date of hearing,  seriously, the PIO 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 him till the information was furnished.  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 he did  not file his written reply to the show-cause notice and did not avail himself 
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himself of the opportunity of personal hearing, it would  be presumed that he had 
nothing to say and the Commission would proceed further  to take necessary action  against him ex parte. The case was adjourned to 10.04.2014, which was further adjourned to 15.05.2014 due to Lok Sabha Elections in Chandigarh.
2.

On 15.05.2014, Shri Ravi Kumar, Accountant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Bhikhi  was  unable to attend the court as he was  unwell. The appellant stated  that he had sought information on 12 points in the instant case out of which  information 
on only 3 points had been supplied so far whereas the information on 9 points was  still pending. 
Accordingly, the Executive Officer, Nagar Council Bhikhi  was  directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith medical certificate in respect of his ill health. He was  also directed to submit his reply to show-cause notice failing which case would be decided ex-parte as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. He was  also directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, as  per the directions of the Commission issued on last date of hearing, Shri Baresh Kumar, Executive Officer, Nagar Council,  Bhikhi,   is present. He submits his reply to the show-cause notice alongwith medical certificate, which is taken on record. Ld. Counsel for the respondents states that the information, as available on record, has already been supplied to the appellant. The appellant states that complete information has not been supplied   so far. The respondent submits that some information, asked for by the appellant  is in question form, which cannot be provided. Accordingly, the respondent-PIO is directed to supply point-wise complete information, as available on record, to the appellant free of cost as the information is already late. 
4.

Adjourned to 27.08.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11.06.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri K.N.Sodhi,

# 1634, Sector-70,

Mohali, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Greater Mohali Area Development

Authority, SAS Nagar,Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Greater Mohali Area Development


Authority, SAS Nagar, Mohali.




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1233 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
Shri K. N. Sodhi, Appellant, in person.

 Shri Harpreet Singh, Law Officer and Shri Anuj Sehgal, SDO, on behalf of  the respondents. 

1.

In this case, on 20.02.2014  the respondent stated that the requisite information had been provided to the appellant. The appellant expressed his dis-satisfaction over  the information provided to him  as point-wise specific information had not been provided to him as per the directions of the Commission on 23.01.2014. After hearing both the parties, it was  observed  that the appellant was  not satisfied with the provided information. Therefore, Ld. Counsel for the respondents was  directed to verify the information himself and ensure that specific point-wise information was  supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. Besides, the PIO and the deemed PIO were  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing for apprising the Commission of the full facts of the case. Besides, the appellant was advised to 
 inspect the record, if he so desired, after fixing a meeting with the First Appellate Authority so that complete information to his satisfaction  could be provided to him. The 
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case was adjourned to 10.04.2014, which was further adjourned to 15.05.2014 due to Lok Sabha Elections in Chandigarh.
2.

On 15.05.2014,  as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Smt. Dalbir Kaur, PIO, was  present.  Shri Balwinder Singh, Counsel for the respondents, stated that the complete information, as available  in  their record, had been supplied to the appellant. He submitted a copy of the information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. 
The appellant informed  that he received the information only yesterday. He sought time to study the same. Accordingly, the appellant  was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO within 10 days with a copy to the Commission.  In this case,  Smt. Dalbir Kaur, PIO,  had been issued a show-cause notice on 12.11.2013 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 the delay in the supply of requisite information. Accordingly, she was  directed to submit her reply to the show-cause notice on the next date of hearing and explain in detail the reasons for delay in the supply of information. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant submits a written submission containing his observations  and pointing out deficiencies in the provided information, which is taken on record. A letter dated 09.06.2014 has been received from Shri Balwinder Singh, Counsel for the respondents requesting for a short adjournment of the case as he has to visit Ludhiana to attend to the obsequies of his uncle. 
4.

On the request of Ld. Counsel for the respondent, the case is adjourned to  01.07.2014 at 2.00 P.M. However, the PIO is directed to provide the remaining information to the appellant in view of the observations/deficiencies submitted by him.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11.06.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagjit Singh,

R/o Aman Nagar,

# 3809, Street No.3, 

Bakck-side Greenland School,

Near Jalandhar Bye-Pass, 

Ludhiana.









…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2596 of 2013   

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Satish Malhotra, Draftsman, on behalf of the respondents. 


In  this  case on 06.02.2014, the PIO of House Tax and O&M Sections of the Corporation was directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.  He was also directed to be present in person before the Commission. The case adjourned to 03.04.2014.
2.

On 03.04.2014,  none  was  present on behalf of the respondents. The appellant stated  that the information asked for at points No. 4, 7 and 9  was  still pending. Viewing the absence of the PIO seriously, he  was  directed to supply the information asked for at points No. 4, 7 and 9 to the appellant before the next date of hearing positively otherwise punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, would be initiated. He  was  also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the status of the provided information. A copy of the order   was  forwarded to 
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Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana to ensure that the remaining 
information is supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing and the concerned PIO is present in person. The case was adjourned for today.

3.

A letter No. 2019-2010/ATP, dated 3.03.2014 , addressed to the appellant and a copy endorsed to the Commission, has been received from PIO-cum-ATP, Zone-A, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana vide which it has been informed that the remaining information has been supplied to the appellant. Since the appellant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-receipt of remaining information has been received, the case is disposed of and closed. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagjit Singh,

R/o Aman Nagar,

# 3809, Street No.3, 

Back-side Greenland School,

Near Jalandhar Bye-Pass, 

Ludhiana.









…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.
3.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2598 of 2013   

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Satish Malhotra, Draftsman,  on behalf of the respondents.

1.

In this case on 06.02.2014, Shri Taran Pal Singh, Building Inspector, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the  Respondents stated that the Appellant had asked for the information relating to Shri Hamant Batra, STP, who was initially appointed in Municipal Corporation, Amritsar and  his entire service record is with the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. Therefore, his RTI application had been transferred to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar vide letter No. 316/ATO/A, dated 16.05.2013 under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, to supply requisite information to the Appellant. He further stated that the appellant had been 
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asked to obtain the requisite information with regard to Shri Hemant Batra from Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar as Shri Batra had since been transferred to Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar was  also impleaded as a Respondent in the instant case. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar to ensure that the information relating Shri Hemant Batra, STP,  is   supplied to the Appellant before the next date of hearing i.e. 03.04.2014 and the concerned PIO is present in person.

2.

On 03.04.2014, as per the directions of the Commission, issued on  06.02.2014,  Shri Navjot Singh, XEN, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar  was  present. He handed  over requisite information to the appellant in the court. He submitted  a copy of the information to the Commission, which  was  taken on record. He further stated  that the information asked for at point No. 9 related  to MTP Branch of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Accordingly, the PIO of MTP Branch of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  was  directed to supply requisite information asked for at point No. 9 to the appellant before the next date of hearing i.e. today.
3.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No.92-93/ATP/HO/RTI/D, dated 10.06.2014, addressed to the appellant and a copy endorsed to the Commission,  from the PIO-cum-ATP, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, which is taken on record. Vide this letter it has been informed that the information asked for at point No. 9 has been supplied to the appellant. A copy of the provided information has also been enclosed with the said letter.   Since the appellant is  not present nor any intimation regarding non-receipt of remaining information has been received from him, it shows that  he has received the information and is satisfied. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sucha Singh,

S/o Shri Jarnail Singh,

VPO: Hari Pur,

Via Adampur Doaba,

District: Jalandhar.








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar,

Jalandhar-1.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,


Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2322 of 2013    

Order
Present: 
Shri Sucha Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Sukhdev Singh, Office Kanungo, Jalandhar-1, on behalf of the respondents. 


In this case, on 18.02.2014, the appellant stated that the requisite information had not been supplied to him as yet. After detailed discussion regarding the information sought by the appellant, Tehsildar Jalandhar-1 and Shri Avtar Singh, Patwari Chakbandi, office of Director Land Records, Jalandhar were directed to appear before the Commission personally alongwith Old Map of the village: Haripur Hadbast No.63, Tehsil & District: Jalandhar, to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case, otherwise punitive action would be taken against them under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The case was adjourned to 03.04.2014. 
2.

On 03.04.2014, Shri Avtar Singh, Patwari submitted  a copy of  relevant  document to the Commission, which  was taken on record. He stated  that the information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant stated  that the provided 
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information  was  incorrect and misleading. Thus a detailed discussion was  held regarding the sought information in the court. After the discussion, the appellant pin-pointed  the following  information, which was  still  required by him:-

(1)
Khasra Numbers of Jamabandi 1952-53 Khatuni Istemal Chakbandi Village: Haripur Hadbast No. 63, Tehsil: Jalandhar-1.

(2)
Copies of Khasra Numbers 2881, 2882, 2883 2885, 2886, 2887, 2888, 2911, 2913, 2914, 2915, 2916.

(3)
Copies of Plotting Chhajra of Khasra Numbers  92/1, 151, 152, 312, 456/1 and 456/2.

3.

Accordingly, Shri Sukhdev Singh, Office Kanungo, Jalandhar-1 and Tehsildar, Jalandhar-1 were  directed to supply the above noted information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. They were  also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant to his satisfaction.  
In those circumstances,  Shri Bawa Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Adampur Tehsil, Jalandhar-1 and Shri Avtar Singh Patwari, office of Director Land Records, Jalandhar, were  exempted from personal appearance further in the instant case. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the respondent states that the inspection of the record has been done by the appellant and the information, available on their record, has been  supplied to the appellant. He hands over one more copy of the information to the appellant in the court. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-



 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
