STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldeep Singh,

S/o Shri Davinder Singh,

Village: Prem Singh Wala,

Tehsil: Samana, District: Patiala.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

SAMANA, District: Patiala.






…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1266 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
None for  the complainant.

Shri Surjit Singh, Gram Sewak, on behalf of the  respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated18.02.2014,   addressed to the respondent, Shri               Kuldeep Singh sought a report of works done by Gram Panchayat Prem Singh Wala under NAREGA Scheme.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Kuldeep Singh filed a complaint dated 24.03.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 24.04.2014  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  02.07.2014.
3.

On 02.07.2014, none was present. Therefore, one more opportunity was  afforded to them to pursue their case. However, the PIO was directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

The respondent states that the requisite information was sent to the  residence of the complainant through special messenger a number of times but the 
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complainant refused to accept the same. He further states that the complainant was also asked on telephone to collect the information from the office but he did not turn up. Today, the respondent  has brought the information for handing over to the complainant but the complainant is not present nor any intimation has been received from him.  Accordingly, the respondent is directed 
to send the information to the complainant by registered post. 
5.

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








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-09-2014


             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 Amarinder Singh, Senior Assistant, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar and Shri Gurjinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of Shri Puneet Sharma, Advocate for 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.
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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 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 today.
4.

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

Adjourned to 03.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:16-09-2014


             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.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.1131 of 2013     

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

Shri Davinder Singh, PCS,
Additional Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority; Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Shri Rajiv Saggar, Inspector,  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, Shri Munish Garg, Clerk, office of DLG, Shri Balwinder Singh, Building Inspector-cum-APIO, Municipal Corporation Jalandhar,  on behalf of the respondents   and Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of Shri Surinder Bindra, ATP.


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 
Secretary Local Government, Punjab,  for seeking information on 22 points pertaining to 

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

case was  Adjourned with the  directions that the PIOs of the offices of Principal 
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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 for today.
5.

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

6.

The appellant reiterates that complete information has not been supplied to him as yet. Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana states that the information relating to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana has already  been supplied to the appellant. She further states that the remaining information relates to offices of PSLG and 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 are 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 will be initiated against them. They are 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. 
7.

Adjourned to  03.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:16-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:


1.
Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, 


Registered

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana



2.
Public Information Officer,




Registered




Municipal Corporation, Phagwara.
3.
Public Information Officer,




Registered




Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

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.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1117 of 2013     

Order

Present: 
 Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Davinder Singh, PCS,
Additional Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority; Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Shri Rajiv Saggar, Inspector,  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, Shri Munish Garg, Clerk, office of DLG,  on behalf of the respondents   and Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of Shri Surinder Bindra, ATP.



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. 
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3.

Since Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-Cum-PIO, Building & Drawing, Head Quarter, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and the appellant were  not present today, 
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.
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 for today.
5.

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

6.

The appellant reiterates that complete information has not been supplied to him as yet. Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana states that the information relating to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana has already  been supplied to the appellant. She further states 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 are 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 will be 

initiated against them. They are 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. 

7.

Adjourned to  03.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:16-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner



1.
Public Information Officer,



Registered




Municipal Corporation, Phagwara.

2.
Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, 


Registered
Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana
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.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1123 of 2013     

Order

Present: 
 Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Davinder Singh, PCS,
Additional Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority; Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Shri Rajiv Saggar, Inspector,  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, Shri Munish Garg, Clerk, office of DLG, Shri Balwinder Singh, Building Inspector-cum-APIO, Municipal Corporation Jalandhar,  on behalf of the respondents   and Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of Shri Surinder Bindra, ATP.


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.   
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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 

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 
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 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, 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 today.
6.

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 is present today. He makes a written submission containing the status as well as the facts of the case, which is taken on record. He also explains the position orally asserting that the information relating to Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has already been supplied to the appellant.  Accordingly, he is exempted from personal appearance during future hearings in the instant case. 

7.

The appellant reiterates that complete information has not been supplied to him as yet. Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana states that the information relating to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana has already  been supplied to the appellant. She further states that the remaining information relates to offices of PSLG and 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 are 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 will be initiated against them. 
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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. is 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. 

9.

Adjourned to  03.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:16-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:


1.
Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, 


Registered
Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana



2.
Public Information Officer,



Registered




Municipal Corporation, Phagwara.

3.
Public Information Officer,



Registered




Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

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.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1102 of 2013     

Order

Present: 
 Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Davinder Singh, PCS,
Additional Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority; Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Shri Rajiv Saggar, Inspector,  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, Shri Munish Garg, Clerk, office of DLG,  on behalf of the respondents   and Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of Shri Surinder Bindra, ATP.



The case was last heard on 04.03.2014,  when the appellant stated that 
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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 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
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 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 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 
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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 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 today.
6.

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 is present today. He makes a written submission containing the status as well as the facts of the case, which is taken on record. He also explains the position orally asserting that the information relating to Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has already been supplied to the appellant.  Accordingly, he is exempted from personal appearance during future hearings in the instant case. 
7.

The appellant reiterates that complete information has not been supplied to him as yet. Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana states that the information relating to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana has already  been supplied to the appellant. She further states 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 are 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 will be 
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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. is 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. 
9.

Adjourned to  03.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:16-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:


1.
Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, 


Registered
Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana



2.
Public Information Officer,



Registered




Municipal Corporation, Phagwara.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Surjit Singh,

S/o Shri Kapoor Singh,

C/o Shri Chamkaur Singh,

S/o Shri Ajaib Singh, 

V.P.O.: Gharachon, District: Sangrur.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Director, S.C.E.R.T,

Block-E, 6th Floor, 

Punjab School Education Board Complex,

Mohali.




 



…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1546 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.


Shri Ashwani Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 28.03.2014,   addressed to the respondent, Shri  Surjit Singh,  sought various information/documents with regard to the result of PSTETI in respect of district Sangrur.
2.

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

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 27.05.2014  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  15.07.2014.
3.

On 15.07.2014, it came to the notice of the Commission that the Hearing Notice in  this case was inadvertently sent to Director, Research and Medical Education Punjab who had returned the same stating that it did  not relate to them.  Then , while sending a copy of the RTI application of the complainant, the PIO of the office of Director Sarv Sikhiya Abhayan, was  directed to supply the requisite information to the 
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complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission.  The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Shri Ashwani Kumar, Senior Assistant, office of Director S.C.E.R.T., appearing on behalf of the respondent informs the Commission that the said RTI application was transferred to their office from Director Sarv Sikhiya Abhayan. He further informs that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant by registered post on 27.08.2014. He submits  a copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
5.

The complainant is not present during any of the two hearings held in this case so far nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received from him,  which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
6.

According, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Charanjit Sharma & Shri Manjeet Singh,

Village: Rohti Basta Singh Wala.

Tehsil: Nabha, District: Patiala.





…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. 1850 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the parties. 

Shri Charanjit Sharma, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 30.05.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Nabha, District: Patiala,  sought certain information on 3 points regarding grant received and expenditure incurred on different works by Gram Panchayat Rohti Basta Wala ; Meetings held by  Gram Panchayat and Shamlat Land.

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 25.07.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 10.09.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 28.05.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.07.2014.
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3.

On 15.07.2014,  the appellant stated  that some information had been supplied to him but some information  was  still pending. The respondent assured that the remaining information would be supplied to the appellant. Accordingly, the respondent was directed to supply the  remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, a letter  dated nil has been received  through FAX from Shri Jaswant Singh, Panchayat Secretary, office of B.D.P.O. Nabha informing the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, which has been duly received by him. 

5.

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








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:16-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Prem Wadhwa,

S/o Shri Godha Ram,

R/O  House No. 110, Mohalla Neelgarh,

SAMANA, District: Patiala.






…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

BHAWANIGARH, District: Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,


Sangrur.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1863 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Prem Wadhwa, appellant, in person.
Shri Jagtar Singh Sidhu, BDPO, Bhawanigarh, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Prem Wadhwa, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 11.02.2014 , addressed to PIO, office of  Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

BHAWANIGARH, District: Sangrur, sought certain information on 4 points regarding grants received under MNREGA Scheme, for Elementary Schools, for Cremation Grounds and  for Submersibles  and detail of expenditure incurred on different works. 
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  13.03.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated19.05.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was 
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received in the Commission on 20.05.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.07.2014.
3.

On 15.07.2014, Shri Sukhpal Singh, BDPO, Bhawanigarh, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, handed  over information to the appellant in the court. He stated that the information asked for at points No. 1, 2 and 4 had been supplied and the information asked for at Point No. 3 was very lengthy and voluminous as it  relates to 67 Panchayats. 
Accordingly, the appellant was directed to ask for specific information in respect of Point No. 3 as under Section 7(9) of RTI Act, the Public Authority would  have to divert its resources to prepare the same and the PIO was directed to supply the same to the appellant free of cost, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to for today.
4.

Shri Jagtar Singh Sidhu, BDPO, Bhawanigarh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs the Commission that he has recently joined as BDPO, Bhawanigarh. He further informs that as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing,  the appellant has not submitted  in writing 
the specific information required by him.  Accordingly, the appellant is directed to give in writing the specific information required by him to the PIO so that the same could be supplied to him. 
5.

Adjourned to 03.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:16-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr.  Narinder Singh, Assistant Professor,

Department of Human Development & Family Relations,

Government Home Science College,

Sector:10, Chandigarh.






…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University, 

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1904 of 2014    

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



Dr. Narinder Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  20.03.2014, addressed to PIO, office of Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought certain information on 5  points regarding qualification details of all candidates who appeared for interview for the posts of Assistant Professor in Management, Assistant Professor in Physics, Assistant Professor in Mathematics, Hotel Management, Zoolgy  alongwith proceedings of Selection Committees.
2.

The PIO vide letter No. 1128, dated 10.04.2014 denied the information to the appellant under Sections 2(n), 11, 8(1)(j), 8(1)(g), 8(1)(e) and 8(1)(d). Consequently, the appellant filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 23.04.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005.  The PIO vide letter No. 1380, dated 28.05.2014 again denied the information on the ground that the 
Contd…..p/2

AC- 1904 of 2014  


-2-  
matter is sub-Judice as CWP No. 9438/2013 is pending in the Punjab and Haryana 
High Court. Then the appellant  approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  03.06.2014 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 15.07.2014.
3.

On 15.07.2014, Ms. Anuradha Gupta, Counsel for the respondents reiterated  the stands taken by the PIO vide letters mentioned above that the information related to third party and thus could not  be provided. Consequently, the information asked for by the appellant was  discussed in detail in the court and found that the requisite information, though relating to third party, deserved to be provided to the appellant, as the larger public interest justified the disclosure  of this information.  Therefore, the PIO was directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs the Commission that complete information has been supplied to appellant. A copy of the information has also been received in the Commission vide letter No. 2025/S-6/302/14/RTI Cell, dated 02.09.2014,  which has been taken on record. 
5.

The appellant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received from him, which shows that the appellant has received the information and is satisfied. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.







 
 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:16-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Vipan Kumar,

S/o Shri Gian Chand,

City Show Room, New Market,

Jaito-151202,District: Faridkot






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Jaito,

District:  Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,


Faridkot.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2713 of 2013     

Order
Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh and Shri Gian Chand Goyal,  on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Naresh Gupta, Advocate-cum-Advisor,  on behalf of the  respondents.



In this case,  Shri  Vipin Kumar, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24-10-2013 addressed to PIO, office of  sought certain information on 9 points regarding house tax and plans of Bank Buildings and shops.

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   26-11-2013   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  12-12-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 23.01.2014.
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3.

On 23.01.2014, the respondent stated  that the information had  been provided to the appellant and some information related to third party, which could not be provided.  The appellant submitted that the provided information was incomplete. After perusing the sought information, the respondent was directed to supply complete information to the appellant as it did not relate to the third party. Then the respondent sought some more time to supply the remaining information, which was granted. The case was adjourned to 25.03.2014.

4.

On 25.03.2014, the respondent stated that the information was sent through a special messenger to hand over the same to the appellant but he refused to accept it. Later on, the information was sent through Courier. The respondent submitted  a copy of the provided information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. Since the  appellant was  not present, he was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 22.05.2014.

5.

On 22.05.2014, Shri Gian Chand, appearing  on behalf of the appellant, stated that the information had been sought on 9 points  and the provided information  was  incorrect and incomplete. Then a point-wise discussion was  held in the court and found that the provided information was  incomplete and not point-wise. Therefore, it was  directed that point-wise complete information be provided to the appellant on the next date of hearing alongwith an affidavit to the effect that no other information in respect of instant RTI application, except the one that has been provided, is available on their record. The case was adjourned to 25.06.2014.

6.

On 25.06.2014,  Shri Naresh Gupta, appearing on behalf of the respondents, made  a written submission dated 25.06.2014 from the Executive Officer, Municipal Committee, Jaitu, District Faridkot containing certain preliminary objections which have been considered and taken on record.  As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Naresh Gupta submitted  an 
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affidavit from the Executive Officer affirming that the information on all the 9 points have been supplied to the appellant. 
On the other hand, the appellant reiterated  that the provided information was  incorrect, incomplete and not to the point.  He  further stated that the information had been delayed and submitted  that a penalty may be imposed upon the PIO and he might  be compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by him. 

Accordingly, the PIO was directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to submit an affidavit to the effect that no other information relating to the instant RTI application  is available with them except the one that has already been supplied to the appellant and to explain the reasons through a written submission  as to why penalty under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed upon her and also as to why suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him while obtaining requisite information in the instant case. The case was adjourned for 10.07.2014. 
7.

On 10.07.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that a copy of the order of the Commission dated 25.06.2014 had been received by them only that day. He sought  some more time to comply with the orders of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing. Shri Naresh Gupta, appearing on behalf of the respondents conveyed  to the Commission a request from  Smt. Poonam Bhatnagar, PIO-cm-Executive Officer, Jaitu that she might be exempted from personal appearance on the next date of hearing as she  is handicapped and is unable to climb up the stairs with ease. Accordingly, her request was accepted and the case was adjourned to 28.08.2014, which was further adjourned for today on the request of the appellant.
8.

Shri Karandeep Singh, appearing on behalf of the appellant states that the provided information is vague and misleading and proper procedure has not been adopted for invoking Section 8(1)(j) of RTI Act, 2005. Since Shri Naresh Gupta, so called Advocate-cum-Advisor, is not an official of Nagar Council, Jaito, the Executive Officer-cum-PIO, Nagar Council Jaito is directed to appear in person on the next date of 
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hearing to clarify whether Shri Naresh Gupta has been appointed as Advisor by the Punjab Government and has been authorized to appear in the instant case  and also in case he is an advocate, whether he possesses the authenticated degree of Law. Besides, the PIO is directed to supply the complete and correct information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 

9.

Adjourned to 20.11.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Mohinder Pal Kaur,

H.No.102, Sector-125, Gulmohar Complex,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab State Small Industries &

Export Corporation Ltd.18,Himalaya Marg,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector-17A, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjab State Small Industries

And Export Corporation Ltd.,18, 

Himalaya Marg, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector 17 A, Chandigarh.





….Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2530 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant. 

Shri Amrik Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondents.

1.

In this case  on 26.02.2014,  Shri Amrik Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, appearing on behalf of the respondents submitted  two affidavits, one from Shri J. S. Randhawa, PIO and other from Shri Ram Dutt Khulbe, Senior  Assistant-cum-Record Keeper and Shri Vijay Gupta, Senior Assistant-cum-Dealing Assistant, which were taken on record. In those affidavits they have stated that the photo  copy of entire correspondence file of Industrial Plot No. D-140, Phase: VII, Focal Point, as 
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sought by the applicant, was supplied to her vide letter No. PSIEC/APIO/RTI/13/9784, dated 15.11.2013. They have also  stated that PSIEC has already supplied the correct information based on the available record and there 
is no other paper available on record pertaining to Plot No. D-140, Phase:VII, Focal Point, Mohali. They have further stated that the information as available on official record has been supplied to  the applicant in respect of her application dated 4.9.2013 and nothing has been kept confidential as such. Shri H. S. Hundal, Counsel for the appellant stated that the affidavits submitted by the respondents were  completely false as he had some documents in his possession relating to the said plot which are not available in original file brought by the respondents on the last date of hearing. Accordingly, the respondent-PIO was  directed to make more sincere efforts to trace the missing record as per the contention of the appellant. Therefore, the PIO was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing i.e. 25.03.2014  to explain the factual position of the case and submit a fresh affidavit duly attested by Executive Magistrate to the effect that complete documents as available in their record have been supplied to the appellant  in respect of her RTI application and there is no other paper available on their record pertaining to Plot No. D-140, Phase: VII, Focal Point Mohali, otherwise punitive action under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated. The case was adjourned to 25.03.2014.
2.

On 25.03.2014, as per the directions issued by the Commission on 26.02.2014, Shri J. S. Randhawa, PIO, submitted  an affidavit on 25.03.2014 which was  handed over to the Counsel for the appellant, and a photocopy was  retained in the Commission’s file. Similarly,  the affidavits submitted by Shri Ram Dutt Khulbe, Senior Assistant-cum-Record Keeper and Shri Vijay Gupta, Senior Assistant-cum-Dealing Assistant, submitted on 26.02.2014,  were  handed over to the Counsel for the appellant, and their photocopies were  retained in the file. The PIO reiterated that the
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complete information, as available on their record,  had been supplied to the appellant and no other information is available in their record. On the other hand, Ld. Counsel for the appellant reiterated that he had some documents relating to this case in his 
possession which are not available in the original file of PSIEC. In the  circumstances narrated above, a copy of the order was  forwarded to Shri Yash Vir Mahajan, M.D., PSIEC, to look into the matter personally and take appropriate necessary action as some documents are missing in the original file of PSIEC, which are in the possession  of the appellant. He was asked to  give a personal hearing to the appellant to ascertain the factual position of the case so that responsibility for missing of the papers could be fixed and appropriate action could be initiated against the guilty. The case was adjourned for to 29.05.2014.

3.

On 29.05.2014, a letter No. 1272, dated 28.05.2014 was  received from Shri Amrik Singh, APIO enclosing therewith a copy of the orders passed by Managing Director-cum-First Appellate Authority after hearing the appellant. In the orders,  CGM(Estates) has been advised to locate the original copies of the official memos issued by the Chief Engineer to the original allottee early and inform the same to him early.
A copy of the order issued by  M.D.-cum-First Appellate Authority, was  handed over to Shri H. S. Hundal, Counsel for the appellant, who expressed his  dis-satisfaction  stating that he would like to submit  a written response in this regard in the form of rejoinder. Accordingly,  he was  directed to send his response to the respondent PIO with a copy to the Commission. Besides, Shri Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer-1, PSIEC,  was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the factual position of the case so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 22.07.2014.
4.

On 22.07.2014, Shri Amrik Singh, APIO submitted  a copy of a letter from Estate Officer-1 addressed to the PIO stating that the Planning Wing vide letter No. 1779, dated 17.07.2014 had  intimated that the letter No. 22348, dated 07.04.1982 had been weeded out alongwith building plan, which was taken on record. 
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5.

Ld. Counsel for the appellant informed  the Commission that the following documents had  not been supplied to the appellant as they were missing in the record of PSIEC:-


(1)
The original lease deed



(2)
Show-Cause Notice that is sent prior to cancellation of plot.



(3)
GPA of either J.P.Gupta or Amrit Gupta



(4)
Building Plan, the Revised Plan and the sanctioned Plan 

6.

Accordingly, the PIO was directed to supply the above mentioned documents to the appellant within 30 days and in case these were missing  in their record then  an FIR be lodged with the Police. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to the Managing Director, PSIEC to ensure the compliance of the order. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

A letter No. PSIEC/APIO/RTI/2011/4936, dated 08.09.2014, addressed to the appellant and a copy endorsed to the Commission, has been received from Shri Amrik Singh, APIO vide which information supplied by Estate Officer-1 has been supplied to the appellant and the appellant has been requested to supply a copy of lease deed and show cause notice served upon her by PSIEC. Ld. Counsel for the appellant informs the Commission that the provided information is wrong, contradictory and misleading.
8.

 Regarding missing of record, Shri Amrik Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs the Commission that FIR has not been filed with the Police as yet. He further informs that Shri S.P.Singh, CGM Estate; Shri Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer-1 and Shri Vijay Gupta, Dealing Assistant are the concerned officers/official dealing with the case. Accordingly, Shri S.P.Singh, CGM Estate; Shri Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer-1 and Shri Vijay Gupta, Dealing Assistant are 
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directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the facts of the case so that complete and correct information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 
9.

Adjourned to 15.10.2014  at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Shri S.P.Singh, CGM Estate



REGISTERED
PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan, 

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.

Shri Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer-1


REGISTERED
PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan, 

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.

Shri Vijay Gupta, Dealing Assistant,


REGISTERED
PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan, 

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Palvinder Singh,

H.No.1389/1,Guru Teg Bahadur

Housing Complex, Sector -70

SAS Nagar.








…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Shaheed Kanshi Ram

College of Physical Education,

Bhagoo Majra, District SAS Nagar.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.1420 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
Shri Palwinder Singh, complainant, in person.
Shri Jagjit Singh, Senior Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 12-03-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri               Palvinder Singh, sought various information/documents on 4 points  with regard to Time Table since 2006, work-load with teachers and duration of stay of Prof. Kulwinder Singh Saini.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri   Palvinder Singh  filed a complaint dated  21-04-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  14-05-2014  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  07.08.2014.
3.

On 07.08.2014, Shri Jagjit Singh, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted  a copy of information, which was  taken on record. The complainant stated that the information asked for at points No. 2 and 3 had been supplied whereas the information in respect of point No. 1 was  incomplete and the information asked for at point No. 4 had not been supplied on the ground that it related to third party. In reply, the  respondent stated that regarding  point No. 1,  the 
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 information had been supplied since 2008 as the information prior to this period was not available in their record. He further stated  that the information regarding point No. 4 had not been supplied being third party. Consequently, the information asked for by the complainant was  perused and discussed in the court and found that the information asked for at Point No. 4 did  not relate to third party as it existed in the office domain of the College. Therefore, it was directed that the complete information, available in the record of the Public Authority, be supplied to the  complainant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the respondent has brought the information and hands over to the complainant in the court. After perusing the information, the complainant states that the information is not complete. Then the provided information  is perused and found that it is exactly as per the RTI application submitted by the appellant. 
5.

Accordingly, the instant case is disposed of and closed and the appellant is advised to file a fresh application if any other information is required. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
