STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Raj Bibra,

2007-C, Urban Estate,

Phase-2, Jalandhar-1440022.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Land Scape Officer,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.



…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  1175 of 2016.

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Shri Onkar Nath, J.E., on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Raj Bibra Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23-10-2015  addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding managing, operating, maintaining and improving the infrastructure with regard to Park No. 9, Urban Estate, Phase-2, Jalandhar City. 

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 20-02-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 21-03-2016   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  28-03-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

A letter No. 16/CE(H), dated 14.07.2016 has been received from Corporation Engineer vide which it has been informed that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 3473/CE, dated 26.11.2015 and a copy of this letter has also been enclosed. The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations, on the provided information, have been received from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19--07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar-143001.








…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1295 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, appellant, in person.



Shri Raminder Singh Kahlon, SDO, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 14-01-2016  addressed to PIO sought copies of work order alongwith specifications for laying Bitumen on roads in Krishna Square-II, Amritsar during December, 2015. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  12-02-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 14-03-2016   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  30-03-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

After hearing both the parties, the PIO is directed to get the relevant record inspected by the appellant on any working day after informing him in advance and supply him the documents identified by him during inspection, within 15 days. 
4.

Adjourned to 01.09.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19--07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Amrit Pal Singh,

263- A/13, Gali, No.8,

Hussainpura East, Amritsar-143001.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,


Department of Loca Govt. ,Sathank Sarkar Bhawan,


Sector-35, Chandigarh.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1421 of 2016.

Order

Present:
Shri Amrit Pal Singh, appellant, in person.



Shri Ashwani Kumar, J.E., on behalf of the respondents. 
 

Shri Amrit Pal Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 11-02-2016 addressed to PIO sought Action Taken Report  on his application dated 01-02-2016. 

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 29-02-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 14-04-2016   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  20-04-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that Inquiry Report has not been supplied to him as yet.  Shri Ashwani Kumar, J.E., appearing  on behalf of the respondents, seeks time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite Inquiry Report to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
4.

Adjourned to  01.09.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  19--07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surinder Singh,

H.No. 1381, Baba Farid Nagar,

Kala Ghanpur, Chhehrta, Amritsar.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar




…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  1180 of 2016

Order

Present:
Shri Amrit Pal Singh,  on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Ashwani Kumar, J.E., on behalf of the respondents. 
 

 

Shri Surinder Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 25-01-2016   addressed to PIO sought information regarding Pump Operators working in the Corporation since January, 1999 to March, 2003 in Zone No. 2, 3, 3-A and 4.
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  18-02-2016 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 28-03-2016   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the  representative of the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to the appellant  as yet.  Shri Ashwani Kumar, J.E., appearing  on behalf of the respondents, seeks time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information  to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
4.

Adjourned to  01.09.2016 at 11.00 A.M.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  19--07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Satinder Pal Singh Walia,

s/o Shri Inder Singh,

Plot No. 63-F, Gali No. 3, Gopal Nagar,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Superintendent, Licence Deptt.

Municipal Corporation, 
Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Municipal Corporation,  

Amritsar.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1112 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.

Shri Subhash Chander, Superintendent, Licence Branch and Shri Aftab Bhatia, Inspector, MTP Wing, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Satinder Pal Singh Walia,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated nil addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding Angrej Dhaba situated at Thandi Khuhi, Mall Road , Company Bagh, Amritsar.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 30-01-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  11-03-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16-03-2016   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Today, Shri Subhash Chander, Superintendent, Licence Branch and Shri Aftab Bhatia, Inspector, MTP Wing, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submits that the information relating to their Sections has been supplied to the appellant and the information regarding Point No. 3 relates to Estate Department, which is pending. Accordingly, Shri Anil Arora, Superintendent, Estate Office is directed to supply the information regarding Point No. 3 to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against the PIO. The appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the information, which has already been supplied to him. 
4.

Adjourned to   01.09.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19--07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Anil Arora, Superintendent,


REGISTERED


Estate Office, Municipal Corporation,


Amritsar.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

VPO: Rasulpur, Distt. Ludhiana.





……..Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Secretary to Govt. Punjab,(PG& Pension)

Room No. 323, 3rd floor, Pb Civil Sectt-2,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.











………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 618 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Surjit Singh Seetal, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 15-102-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,  sought copy of complaint  against Shri Grinder Singh Ball, SHO, and others alongwith Action Taken Report.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur  filed a complaint dated  nil with the Commission, which was received in it on 16-03-2016    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 today.

3.

Today, Shri Surjit Singh Seetal, Superintendent, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, submits a duly attested affidavit dated 23.06.2016 submitting that the sought information relates to third party and the applicant has been asked  to specify the purpose of seeking information but no communication has been received from him.  The complainant  is not present without any intimation nor any observations have been received from him. In case the complainant is not satisfied with the reply received from the respondent, then his attention is invited to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme 
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Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 19-07-2016 




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bipan Kumar s/o Sh. Satya Pal Kalia,

34, Kalia Colony, GT Road,

Jalandhar.








…….Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd,

Focal Point, Jalandhar.






…….Respondent

Complaint Case No. 632 0f 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Bipan Kumar, Complainant, in person.



Shri Sarabjit Lal, LDC, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated nil  addressed to the respondent, Shri Bipan Kumar sought copies of electricity bills of connection No. J61GT61071 3N 34 Kalia Colony, Jalandhar from December, 2011 till date. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Bipan Kumar   filed a complaint dated nil  with the Commission, which was received in it on 17-03-2016   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 today.

3.

Today, Shri Sarabjit Lal, LDC, appearing on behalf of the respondent,  submits that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 780, dated 17.06.2016. The complainant informs that the provided information is incomplete. He hands over a letter dated 19.07.2016 containing deficiencies in the provided information to the respondent, with a copy to the Commission. Accordingly, the  PIO is directed to supply complete information to the complainant after removing he deficiencies pointed out by him, before the next date of hearing. 
4.

Adjourned to 01.09.2016 at  11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 19-07-2016 




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Harwinder Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 710, District Courts,

Ludhiana.








………Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Chief Engineer (Operation),

Sub Urban, PSPCL, Ludhiana.











……….Respondent

Complaint Case No. 671 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 24-12-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Harwinder Singh  sought information/ documents relating to  electric connection under SC category.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Harwinder Singh   filed a complaint dated 21-03-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 28-03-2016 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 today.
3.

None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. However, a Memo. No. 5468, dated 09.06.2016 has been received from Shri Jagjit Singh, PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer, PSPCL, Ludhiana informing that requisite complete  information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 2085, dated 02.03.2016 by registered  post and  once again by hand in the presence of First Appellate Authority. The complainant is not present without any intimation. Therefore, he is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission, failing which the case will be closed. 
4.

Adjourned to  31.08.2016 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 19-07-2016 




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar,

252, Friends Colony, Gopal Nagar,

Hari Mandir, Amritsar- 143001.





…….Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Amritsar.






………
Respondent

Complaint Case No. 666 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Vijay Kumar, Complainant, in person.



None for the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 01-09-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Vijay Kumar sought various information/ documents relating to Flat No. 12-FF (MIG) on Ajnala Road, C-Block, Amritsar.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Vijay Kumar,  filed a complaint dated 21-03-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 28-03-2016    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 today.
3.

Today, the complainant informs that the information  regarding Points No. 5 and 11 has not been supplied to him as yet. None is present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation. Viewing the absence of the respondent  vis-à-vis non supply of complete information to the complainant  and non-submission of written reply, with a copy to the appellant, seriously, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. He is also directed to explain reasons for delay in the supply of information, in person, on the next date of hearing failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
4.

Adjourned to 01.09.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 19-07-2016 




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Avtar Singh s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Village: Burj Kalan, PO: Hathur, Block Jagraon,
Disttrict:  Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,
Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Block  Development & Panchayat Officer,
  Jagraon.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2710 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of both the parties. 
Shri Avtar Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19-08-2013 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding cutting of Tahli from cremation ground. 

2.

The case was last heard on 12.01.2016 by Shri Harinder Pal Singh Mann, SIC when the appellant informed that no information had been supplied to him even after lapse of more than one year. Accordingly, BDPO was afforded a last opportunity to provide complete information to the appellant and the case was adjourned to 10.02.2016. In the meantime, Shri Harinder Pal Singh Mann demitted the office and the case was transferred to the Bench of the undersigned and the case was fixed for hearing on 03.05.2016, which was further postponed to 06.05.2016 due to certain administrative reasons.

3.

On 06.05.2016,  none was  present on behalf of both the parties. Viewing the absence of the respondent without any intimation seriously, one last  opportunity was  afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the appellant before the next 
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date of hearing, failing which punitive action would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today again, none is present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent. However, a letter dated 15.07.2016 has been received from the appellant informing that he is not satisfied with the Inquiry Report sent by BDPO Jagraon vide letter No. 306-308, dated 08.02.2016.  The respondent is not present without any intimation. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously,  BDPO Jagraon is directed to explain the factual position of the case in person on the next date of hearing so that complete and correct information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 
5.

Adjourned to  31-08-2016 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-


 

Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-07--2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Dev Raj s/o Sh. Dharam Chand,

VPO: Pandori Khas-144040, Distt. Jalandhar.




…Appellant

                                Versus
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (EE), 
Jalandhar (West).

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o District Education Officer (EE), 
Jalandhar (West).






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2518 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri S. K. Lakha, APIO-cum-BPEO, Jalandhar(HQ), on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Dev Raj, Appellant , vide an RTI application dated 12-04-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 2 points regarding inquiry conducted against Shri Lembar Singh, BPEO, Nakodar-1 and regarding his pension case.

2.

The case was last heard on 10.05.2016, when  Shri S. K. Lakha, APIO-cum-BPEO, Jalandhar(HQ), appearing  on behalf of the respondents, 
 submitted  that the information, available in their record, had  been supplied  to the appellant. The appellant submitted  that the provided information was  still incomplete as the remaining information was  in the possession  of Shri Sat Pal, Principal,  Government Senior Secondary School, Nihaluwal, District Jalandhar, who had  since retired and had  not submitted the information in the office of DEO(E), Jalandhar. Accordingly, DEO(E) Jalandhar and Shri Sat Pal, Principal, Government Senior Secondary School, Nihaluwal, District Jalandhar, were  directed to be present in person on the next date of 
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hearing to explain the factual position of the case so that complete information could be 
provided to he appellant without any further delay. 
A copy each of the order was  forwarded to DEO(E) Jalandhar and Shri Sat Pal, Principal, Government Senior Secondary School, Nihaluwal, District Jalandhar, to ensure the compliance of the order. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, Shri S. K. Lakha, APIO-cum-BPEO, Jalandhar(HQ), appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. He submits a copy of letter dated 15.06.2016 from the appellant vide which he has submitted  that he has received the information and the case may be closed. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-07-2016          


         
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

V&PO: Rasulpur, District: Ludhiana. 





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 713 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Nirmal Singh, ASI  and Shri Harpreet Singh, H.C., office of SSP,  Ludhian(Rural),  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  26.11.2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information alongwith copies of documents regarding filing an FIR against  Shri Gurinder Singh, the then SHO. He also sought inspection of concerned  file.

2.

On 10.12.2015,  the appellant submitted  a copy of report dated 03.11.2015 of an inquiry conducted by D.G.P., Punjab State Human Rights Commission, Chandigarh,  alongwith his representation No. 1210, dated 10.12.2015, which was  handed over to the respondent for taking appropriate necessary action.  He submitted  a copy of the same to the Commission, which  was  taken on record.  Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply Action Taken Report on the Inquiry Report of DGP,  Human Rights Commission and the representation of the appellant, before the 
next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 03.03.2015.
3.

On 03.03.2016,   the appellant submitted  a letter dated 03.03.2016  informing that SSP Jagraon was  not taking any action on the report of DGP, Human 
Rights Commission. He  requested to take  action against the PIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

4.

The respondent submitted  a letter No. 212/RTI, dated 02.03.2016 from 
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SSP Ludhiana(Rural) informing that DGP, Human Rights Commission has written to 
Secretary, Punjab State Human Rights Commission, Chandigarh  vide Memo. No. 1633/PA/DGP/PSHRC, dated 03.11.2015 to pass appropriate orders and on receiving the orders, further necessary action will be taken.  A copy of Memo. written by the DGP was  submitted, which was  taken on record. Accordingly, a copy of the order was  forwarded to Secretary, Punjab State Human Rights Commission, Chandigarh  to pass appropriate orders so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 10.05.2016. 
5.

On 10.05.2016, a letter dated 10.05.2016 was  received from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to some urgent work. He further informed that requisite information had  been supplied to him as yet. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
Shri Amarjit Singh, ASI, appearing on behalf of the respondents submitted  that appropriate orders had not yet been passed by Secretary, Punjab State Human Rights Commission, Chandigarh.  He assured  that as and when the orders were  received from the Human Rights Commission, necessary action would  be taken and requisite information would  be supplied to the appellant. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, Shri Nirmal Singh, ASI  and Shri Harpreet Singh, H.C., office of SSP,  Ludhian(Rural),  appearing on behalf of the respondents,  submit that appropriate orders have not been received from Human Rights Commission as yet. They assure that as and when the orders are received, necessary action would be taken and requisite information would be supplied to the appellant. 
7.

Adjourned to  06.10.2016  at 11.00 A.M.  









Sd/-
                                         

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-07-2016


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Secretary,






REGISTERED



Punjab Human Rights Commission,



Sector: 34, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

R/o 60/35-P/330, Street No. 8,

Maha Singh Nagar, 

Post Office: Dhandari Kalan, LUDHIANA.




…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana.







….Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 128 of 2015  

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.
Shri  Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24.05.2014,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding unauthorized buildings of Teja Singh Sawtanter School/College in Ward No. 66. 

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 27.06.2016  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal vide application dated  23.12.2014  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 11.02.2015 by Shri Surinder Awasthi, SIC.

3.

This case was earlier heard by Shri Surinder Awasthi, SIC on 11.02.2015, 03.03.2015, 19.03.2015 and 09.04.2015. On the last date of hearing i.e. 09.04.2015, the appellant moved an application to the Chief Information Commissioner to shift his case to some other Bench and accordingly, the case was adjourned sine-die.
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4.

In the meantime, the case was transferred to the Bench of Under-signed and  was fixed for hearing 10.05.2016.
5.

On 10.05.2016,  the respondent informed  that Notice of Hearing had  not been received in their office. Accordingly, a copy of the same was  handed over to the respondent and the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

A letter dated 17.07.2016 has been received from the appellant through e-mail informing that he is not able to attend hearing today due to some unavoidable circumstances. He has further informed that he has not received complete information as yet. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.
7.

A letter dated 19.07.2016 has been received through e-mail from ATP-cum-PIO, Zone-C, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to an urgent meeting with the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
8.

On the request of both the parties, the case is adjourned to  01.09.2016  at 11.00 A.M.










 Sd/-
                                         
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-07-2016


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

R/o 60/35-P/330, Street No. 8,

Maha Singh Nagar, 

Post Office: Dhandari Kalan, LUDHIANA.




…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana.







….Respondents

Appeal Case  No.   129 of 2015  

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Sanjeev Uppal, PIO-cum-Superintendent(Non-Technical),  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Amarjit Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 01.07.2014,         addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding illegal construction in Streets No. 7 and 8, Mohalla Sooraj Nagar in Ward No. 63.
2.

This case was earlier heard by Shri Surinder Awasthi, SIC on 11.02.2015, 03.03.2015, 19.03.2015 and 09.04.2015. On the last date of hearing i.e. 09.04.2015, the 
appellant moved an application to the Chief Information Commissioner to shift his case to some other Bench and accordingly, the case was adjourned sine-die.

3.

In the meantime, the case was transferred to the Bench of Under-signed and  was fixed for hearing for 10.05.2016. 
4.

On 10.05.2016, the respondent informed  that some of the sought information related  to the Revenue Record which had  to be collected from the Revenue Department. Therefore, he sought  some more time to enable them to collect 
Contd……p/2

AC -  129 of 2015  


-2-

the revenue record from the Revenue Department. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed 
to supply the requisite complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

A letter dated 17.07.2016 has been received from the appellant through e-mail informing that he is not able to attend hearing today due to some unavoidable circumstances. He has further informed that he has not received complete information as yet. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.

6.

Shri Sanjeev Uppal, PIO-cum-Superintendent(Non-Technical), appearing  on behalf of the respondents, submits that the information relating to property tax, O&M and Water Rate Branch has been supplied to the appellant. Some information relating to Building Branch is pending which is to be supplied by PIO-cum-ATP, Zone-C(Technical). Accordingly, Shri Danish Papneza, ATP-cum-PIO, Zone-C(Technical),  M. C. Ludhiana,   is directed to supply the information relating to his Section, be fore the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. 
7.

Adjourned to  01.09.2016  at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
                                         
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-07-2016


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Danish Papneza, ATP-cum-PIO, 

 
REGISTERED
Zone-C(Technical), Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 
