STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms. Amrit Kaur,

House No. 178 B,

Partap Nagar, Gali No.2, Sangrur.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Markfed, Plot No.4,

Sector:35-B, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Markfed, Plot No.4,

Sector:35-B, Chandigarh.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2269 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Ms. Amrit Kaur, appellant, in person.

Shri Amandeep Singh, Assistant Law Officer and Smt. Arti Bhatia, OSD Welfare, office of M.D.,  MARKFED, Sector:35, Chandigarh, on behalf of the respondents.


Ms. Amrit Kaur, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 18.03.2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Markfed, Plot No.4, Sector:35-B, Chandigarh, sought date and time when the witnesses appeared before Smt. Arti Bhatia, O.S.D. Welfare-cum-Inquiry Officer,  for recording their evidence alongwith the dates when Shri Hardip Singh, District Manager Markfed Ludhiana was asked to appear before the Inquiry Officer. 

2.

Failing to get complete information  within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 26.04.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal vide application dated  14.07.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, 

which was received in the Commission on the same day  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 01.10.2014, which was postponed to 13.10.2014 due to some administrative reasons.
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3.

On 13.10.2014,  the appellant informed  the Commission that complete information had  not been supplied to her as yet. Shri Maninder Pal Singh Brar, Senior Manager Personnel, MARKFED, Sector:35, Chandigarh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, sought  time to supply the remaining information to the appellant. Accordingly, the respondent  PIO was  directed to supply duly attested complete information to the appellant within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

The appellant informs that no information has been supplied to her. Shri Amandeep Singh, Assistant Law Officer, Markfed, appearing on behalf of the respondents,  hands over requisite information to the appellant in the court today. He submits a copy of the provided information to the Commission, which is taken on record. The appellant expresses satisfaction over the provided information. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.  









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:16-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
Ms. Amrit Kaur,

House No. 178 B,

Partap Nagar, Gali No.2,

Sangrur.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Markfed, Plot No.4,

Sector:35-B, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Markfed, Plot No.4,

Sector:35-B, Chandigarh.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2270 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Ms. Amrit Kaur, appellant, in person.

Shri Amandeep Singh, Assistant Law Officer and Smt. Arti Bhatia, OSD Welfare, office of M.D.,  MARKFED, Sector:35, Chandigarh, on behalf of the respondents.


Ms. Amrit Kaur, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 29.01.2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Markfed, Plot No.4, Sector:35-B, Chandigarh, sought Report of Inquiry conducted with regard to Complaint No. 15163/10/2011 sent by Human Rights Commission,  alongwith statements of witnesses and photocopies of the documents submitted during inquiry.  

2.

Failing to get information  within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 03.03.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal vide application dated  14.07.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was 
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received in the Commission on 15.07.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was 
issued to the parties for 01.10.2014, which was postponed to 13.10.2014 due to some administrative reasons.
3.

On 13.10.2014, the appellant informed  the Commission that the information running into 550 pages had  been supplied to her but the same  had not been duly attested. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply duly attested complete information, as available on record, to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Shri Amandeep Singh, Assistant Law Officer, appearing on behalf of the respondents informs that complete requisite information along with Inquiry Report has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant expresses her satisfaction over the provided information . 



5.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of and closed. 





 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

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

Ms. Amrit Kaur,

House No. 178 B,

Partap Nagar, Gali No.2,

Sangrur.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o District Manager Markfed, 

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority-cum-

Additional Managing Director (P),

 Markfed, Plot No.4, Sector:35-B, 

Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2272 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Ms. Amrit Kaur, appellant, in person.

Shri Maninder Pal Singh Brar,  District Manager, Markfed Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents.


Ms. Amrit Kaur, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 03.03.2014, addressed to PIO, office of  District Manager Markfed, Ludhiana,  sought photocopies of Bills and Work Slips in connection with the purchase of Bardana for Puchase Centres for the wheat crop 2012-13 .

2.

Failing to get complete information  within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, s he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 11.04.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal vide application dated  14.07.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15.07.2014  and accordingly, a notice 

hearing was issued to the parties for 01.10.2014, which was postponed to 13.10.2014 due to some administrative reasons.
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3.

On 13.10.2014,  Shri Jatinder Singh Bhatthal, Superintendent, office of District Manager, Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted  a letter No. DM/LDH/SAO/2014/2957, dated 11.10.2014 from District Manager-cum-PIO, Markfed Ludhiana, which was  taken on record. Vide the said  letter the PIO has informed the Commission that the information, available on record, has been provided to the appellant earlier and no further record besides this is available with their office. The appellant informed  that the provided information was  incomplete. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the  remaining  information to the appellant and in case it is   not available in their record, an affidavit from the PIO to the effect that the information available on record has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI  application of the appellant is available with them, be submitted on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today. 
4.

The appellant informs the Commission that the provided information is incomplete. 
Shri Maninder Pal Singh Brar,  District Manager, Markfed Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that he has joined recently. He assures that remaining information will be supplied to the appellant. He seeks  some more time to enable him to supply the remaining  information, which is granted.
5.

On the request of the  respondent, the case is adjourned to 18.02.2015  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Amrit Kaur,

House No. 178 B,

Partap Nagar, Gali No.2,

Sangrur.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o District Manager Markfed, 

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority-cum-

Additional Managing Director (P),

 Markfed, Plot No.4, Sector:35-B, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2273 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Ms. Amrit Kaur, appellant, in person.

Shri Maninder Pal Singh Brar,  District Manager, Markfed Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents.


Ms. Amrit Kaur, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 20.02.2014, addressed to PIO, office of  District Manager Markfed, Ludhiana  sought information regarding documents supplied/pending relating to Chargesheet No. 2117, dated 16.11.2012 served upon her.

2.

Failing to get complete information  within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 21.03.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal vide application dated  14.07.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15.07.2014  and accordingly, a notice of

 hearing was issued to the parties for 01.10.2014, which was postponed to 13.10.2014 due to some administrative reasons.
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3.

On 13.10.2014, the appellant informed  the Commission that the information provided to her was  incomplete. Shri Jatinder Singh Bhatthal, Superintendent,  office of District Manager, Ludhiana, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the dealing assistant was  on leave on account of her own marriage. He assured  that the  remaining information would  be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation  to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Shri Maninder Pal Singh Brar,  District Manager, Markfed Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the respondents, hands over requisite information to the appellant in the court today and the appellant, after perusing the provided information, expresses satisfaction. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:16-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Amrit Kaur,

House No. 178 B,

Partap Nagar, Gali No.2,

Sangrur.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o District Manager Markfed, 

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority-cum-

Additional Managing Director (P),

 Markfed, Plot No.4, Sector:35-B, 

Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2274 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Ms. Amrit Kaur, appellant, in person.

Shri Maninder Pal Singh Brar,  District Manager, Markfed Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents.


Ms. Amrit Kaur, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 04.03.2014, addressed to PIO, office of  District Manager Markfed, Ludhiana,  sought photocopies of Labour Bills and Work Slips in connection with the  upgradation  of Stock of wheat crop of 2010-11 and 2011-12 alongwith detail of dispatch of stock complex-wise alongwith names of Committee Members and  photocopies of their T.A., Bills and Attendance Register. 

2.

Failing to get complete information  within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 11.04.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal vide application dated  14.07.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, 
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which was received in the Commission on the same day15.07.2014  and accordingly, a 

notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 01.10.2014, which was postponed to 13.10.2014  due to some administrative reasons.

3.

On 13.10.2014, the appellant informed the Commission that the information supplied to her was  incomplete as the information relating to the months of January, 2014 and February, 2014 had not been supplied to her as yet. Shri Jatinder Singh Bhatthal, Superintendent, office of District Manager, Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the respondents, assured the Commission that the remaining information in respect of January,2014 and February,2014 would be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Shri Maninder Pal Singh Brar,  District Manager, Markfed Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the respondents, hands over requisite information to the appellant in the court today and the appellant, after perusing the provided information, expresses satisfaction. 

5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Amrit Kaur,

House No. 178 B,

Partap Nagar, Gali No.2,

Sangrur.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o District Manager Markfed, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority-cum-

Additional Managing Director (P),

 Markfed, Plot No.4, Sector:35-B, 

Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2275 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Ms. Amrit Kaur, appellant, in person.

Shri Maninder Pal Singh Brar,  District Manager, Markfed Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents.


Ms. Amrit Kaur, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 18.03.2014, addressed to PIO, office of  District Manager, Markfed Ludhiana,  sought photo copies of Attendance Register in respect of  31 officers/officials for the month of December, 2013 and January,2014.   

2.

Failing to get complete information  within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 26.04.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal vide application dated  14.07.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, 

which was received in the Commission on 15.07.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 01.10.2014, which was postponed 13.10.2014 due to some administrative reasons.
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3.

On 13.10.2014, the appellant informed the Commission that the information supplied to her was  incomplete as photo copies of attendance registers had not been supplied to her as yet on the ground of being third party information. The PIO was  directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission  as the sought information exists in the office domain and cannot be considered as third party information. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Shri Maninder Pal Singh Brar,  District Manager, Markfed Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the respondents, hands over requisite information to the appellant in the court today and the appellant, after perusing the provided information, expresses satisfaction. 

5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Kamal Jit,

S/o Shri Gurdas Ram,

Village: Guru Garh,

P.O.: Machhiwara,

Tehsil: Samrala, District: Ludhiana.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Machhiwara, District: Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,


Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2324 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Mohan Lal, on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Harnek Singh, Superintendent and Shri Amarjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the  respondents.


Shri Kamal Jit,  Appellant , vide an RTI application dated 25.04.2014, addressed to PIO, office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Machhiwara, District: Ludhiana,  sought certain information regarding demolition of Harijan Dharamshala in Village Guru Garh.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  09.06.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 16.07.2014,  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which 

was received in the Commission on 18.07.2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.10.2014.
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3.

On 15.10.2014, Shri Mohan Lal,  appearing on behalf of the appellant, informed  the Commission that no information had  been supplied to the appellant so 
far. None was  present on behalf of the respondents nor any intimation had been 
received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondents seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to the BDPO Machhiwara to supply the requisite information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act,2005 would  be initiated against him. A copy of the order was  forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana to ensure the compliance of the orders of the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.


4.

Today, Shri Harnek Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondents informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant and the representative of the appellant expresses his satisfaction. 
5.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the appellant, the  case is disposed of and closed. 










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Mohan Lal,

S/o Shri Gurdas Ram,

Villasge: Guru Garh,

P.O. Machhiwara, Tehsil: Samrala,

District: Ludhiana.








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Machhiwara, District: Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,


Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2325 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Mohan Lal, appellant, in person.

Shri Harnek Singh, Superintendent and Shri Amarjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the  respondents.


Shri Mohan Lal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 07.05.2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Machhiwara, District: Ludhiana, sought certain information regarding grant received by Gram Panchayat Guru Garh for construction of houses alongwith names of beneficiaries.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  10.06.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 16.07.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 18.07.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.10.2014.
3.

On 15.10.2014, the appellant informed the Commission that no information had been supplied to him so far. None was present on behalf of the 
Contd…..p/2

AC-2325 of 2014  



-2- 
respondents nor any intimation had been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondents seriously, one last opportunity was afforded to the BDPO Machhiwara to supply the requisite information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act,2005 would be initiated against him. A copy of the order was forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana to ensure the compliance of the orders of the Commission.
 The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the appellant informs that despite the issuance of the orders by the Commission on the last date of hearing, no information has been supplied to him. Shri Harnek Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the appellant informs the Commission that RTI application of the appellant has not been received in their office. Therefore, the appellant is directed to hand over a copy of his RTI application to the respondent and the PIO is directed to supply complete requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
5.

Adjourned to  15.01.2015 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurvinder Singh,

Village Devi Nagar PO & Tehsil-

Dera Bassi, District SAS Nagar.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

 Dera Bassi,  District SAS Nagar.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1157  of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Gurvinder Singh, complainant, in person.

 Shri Jatinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 11-02-2014, addressed to the respondent, Shri  Gurvinder Singh sought copies of all the resolutions passed by Gram Panchayat Devi Nagar. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Gurvinder  Singh09-04-2014  filed a complaint with the Commission,  which was received in it on 9-4-2014  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  25.07.2014.

3.

On 25.07.2014, the respondent informed  that the complainant was asked to deposit document charges so that information could be supplied to him. Since the complainant was not asked within stipulated period , as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005,  to deposit the document charges, the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information free of cost to the complainant within 20 days, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 15.10.2014  for confirmation of compliance of orders.
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4.

On 15.10.2014,   Shri Darbari Lal, Panchayat Officer,  appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informed the Commission that the requisite information, available on record, had  been supplied to the complainant. The complainant stated  that the provided information was  incomplete. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the remaining information to the complainant and in case it is not available in  their record,  an affidavit to this effect,   be submitted by the PIO personally on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.

5.

Shri Jatinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informs the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, free of cost.  The complainant confirms it stating that he has received the information and submits that he has been harassed much by the PIO. 
6.

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









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri  Arun Kumar Tiwari,

H.No.16-C,Rattan Nagar,

Tripuri, Patiala-147001.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Department of Local Government,

Mini Secretariat,Sector-9,Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,


Department of Local Government,


Mini Secretariat,Sector-9,Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1633 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
Shri Arun Kumar Tiwari, appellant, in person.

Shri Baljinder Singh, Superintendent, L.G.-1 Branch, office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab and Shri Ashok Vij, Law Officer, office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala,  on behalf of the respondents.



In this case, on 10.12.2013,  Shri Jasbir Singh, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, sought some more time to enable him to provide the requisite information to the appellant on the ground that most of the staff had changed and he had taken over recently, which was granted. The case was adjourned to 23.01.2014.

2.

On 23.01.2014, none was present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, it was directed that in case the information was  not provided to the appellant before the next date of hearing and the respondent was  not present alongwith a copy of the provided information on the next date of 

hearing, strict punitive action would  be initiated under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The case was adjourned to 18.03.2014.
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3.

On 18.03.2014, a  letter through FAX was  received from the appellant vide which he informed the Commission that due to ill health he was  unable to attend the court and  requested  to adjourn the case to some other date.  
Since the  respondent was not present on 23.01.2014  nor any information had been supplied to the appellant, he was warned that in case he was  not present nor any information was  supplied, punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against the PIO. Despite those directions,  the respondent was  again  not present.  Viewing that lapse of deliberately denying the information to the appellant seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to the respondent to supply the complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and he was directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing  i.e. today alongwith a copy of provided information to explain reasons  for delay failing which ex-parte action will be taken under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005. A copy was also forwarded to Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab to ensure that the requisite information is supplied to the appellant and the PIO is present on the next date of hearing i.e. today alongwith a copy of the provided information and to explain reasons for delay in the supply of the information. The case was adjourned for 21.05.2014.

4.

On 21.05.2014,  Shri Ajit Singh, Senior Assistant, was  present on behalf of the respondents, who  stated  that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant and payment of all the benefits had been made to him. The appellant asserted that payment had been made in instalments and Action Taken Report on the letter issued from the Director Local Government had not been supplied to him as yet.  For this the respondent sought  some more time. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed that the remaining information be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing otherwise strict punitive action would l be initiated under the provisions of RTI Act, 

2005.The case was adjourned for 07.08.2014.

5.

On 07.08.2014,  the appellant stated  that Action Taken Report on  letter No. 37402, dated 27.09.2012 issued from the Director Local Government had not been
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supplied to him so far. The respondents informed  the Commission that Action Taken Report on the above said letter had not been received as yet from the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala and the matter had been taken up with them. Accordingly, the respondent PIO was  directed to ensure that requisite Action Taken Report was  supplied to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 30.10.2014.
6.

On 30.10.2014,  the appellant informed  that the requisite information had not been supplied to him so far. The respondent informed  that Action Taken Report on the letter dated 27.09.2012 had not been received from the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala. He submitted  a copy of Memo. No. 15/16/13-LG-1/324871, dated 15.10.2014, addressed to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala from Superintendent Local Government-1 Branch vide which a reminder had  been sent to the Commissioner to send the requisite information so that the same could be supplied to the appellant. 

7.

The RTI application in the instant case is pending since 25.06.2013 and complete information has not been supplied to the appellant. Viewing the lackadaisical approach being adopted by the PIO in the instant case, Shri Baljinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO was  issued a Show-Cause Notice to explain the reasons through a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of requisite information and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him during this long period of about 17 months.

8.

A copy of the order was  forwarded to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala to ensure that requisite information is furnished to the office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab so that same could be supplied to the 
Appellant without any further delay. A copy of the order was  forwarded to Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab to ensure the compliance of the order. The case
Contd……p/4
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was adjourned for today.
9.

Today, the appellant states that he submitted his RTI application for seeking information with the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government and no information has been supplied to him so far. Shri Ashok Vij, Law Officer, office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala,  informs that he has submitted report in the office of Principal Secretary Local Government.  He  submits a copy of the report to the Commission, which is taken on record. Accordingly, the PIO of the  office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab,  is directed to supply complete  requisite information to the appellant as per his RTI application, within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. 
10.

Adjourned to 05.02.2015   at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-



Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Baldev Singh, Fauji,

S/o Shri Sawinder Singh,

Village : Chohath, PO-Dhenthal,

Tehsil:  Samana,  District: Patiala.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Samana,  District Patiala.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.2006 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
None for the parties.



Vide RTI application dated 11-02-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Baldev Singh Fauji,   sought various information about the contract money received for Shamland Land by Gram Panchayat Chohath during the period from 2003 to 2013.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Baldev Singh  filed a complaint dated  28-04--2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 21-07-2014  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  28.10.2014. 
3.

On 28.10.2014, none was  present  on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. Therefore, one more opportunity was given to them to pursue the case. The PIO was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. No intimation has been received from the complainant, which  shows that he does not want to pursue his case for obtaining requisite information. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Major Singh,

S/o Shri Karam Singh,

Village and Post Office: GAJEVAS,

Tehsil: Samana, District: Patiala.





…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Samana, District: Patiala.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1471 of 2014    

Order

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



Vide RTI application dated 10.03.2014,   addressed to the respondent, Shri Major Singh   sought various information/documents  with regard to grant received by Gram Panchayat Gajevas and detail of  works regarding construction of streets undertaken by the Panchayat.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Major Singh  filed a complaint dated 20.05.2014 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on  the same day  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  26.08.2014.

3.

On 26.08.2014, a  telephonic message was  received from the respondent informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend the hearing  due to death of a relative. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. On the request of the 

 respondent, the case was  adjourned to 13.11.2014.   However, the respondent PIO was directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 
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4.

On 13.11.2014,  a telephonic message was  received from Shri Baljinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend hearing  as he had to appear in the Hon’ble Punjab & High Court in connection with another case. He requested to adjourn the case to some other date. The  respondent was  not present during any of the two hearings  held so far. Viewing this lapse  seriously, the BDPO, Samana, District Patiala was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. He was directed to  appear in person on the next date of hearing to explain delay in the supply of information  vis-à-vis the absence of respondent on 26.08.2014 and 13.11.2014,  failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Shri Baljinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informs that BDPO Samana has been transferred and new incumbent has not joined as yet. He further informs that requisite information has been sent to the complainant by registered post on 03.12.2014. The complainant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied.
6.

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









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

