STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Amandeep Singh,

V&PO Shergarh Cheema,

Tehsil Malerkotla,District Sangrur.




…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Malerkotla.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Development & Panchayat


Officer, Sangrur.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 866 of 2014     

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

Shri Shamsher Singh Lottey, Panchayat Secretary, office of BDPO Malerkotla-2,  on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri Amandeep Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  25-07-2013,  addressed to PIO, office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Malerkotla,  sought certain information regarding grant received by Gram Panchayat Shergarh Cheema and photocopies of Cash Book, Pass Book, Resolutions and M.Bs. 

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 10-12-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  29-01-2014    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 05-02-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.04.2014, which was further adjourned for 04.06.2014 due to Lok Sabha Elections.
3.

On 04.06.2014, the appellant stated that incomplete and unattested information had been supplied to him. Shri Shamsher Singh Lottey, Panchayat 

Contd…..p/2 

AC-866 of 2014 



-2-  
Secretary, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, assured the Commission that the remaining information would  be supplied to appellant. Accordingly, the PIO was 
 directed to supply complete information including copies of M.Bs to the appellant within 20 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned 05.08.2014.
4.

On 05.08.2014, the respondent stated that the complete information had already been supplied to the appellant thrice but the appellant while denying stated  that he had not received any information. Consequently, a copy of information, received in the Commission, was  handed over to the appellant in the court.  After the perusal of the provided information, the appellant stated that some of the information was  not in prescribed Performa. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply duly attested  complete and correct information in the prescribed Performa 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.

Today, the respondents informs that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant. The appellant states that the information in the prescribed APR form has not been supplied to him for the period from July, 2013 to May,2014. The respondents informs that the information in original APR form is available in the office of District Social Security Officer, Sangrur. 
6.

Accordingly, a copy of the order is forwarded to District Social Security Officer, Sangrur to provide requisite information to Shri Shamsher Singh Lottey, Panchayat Secretary, office of BDPO, Malerkotla-2,  so that the same could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay.
7.

Adjourned to 22.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:21-10-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

District Social Security Officer, 



REGISTERED
Sangrur

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Yagyadeep, Advocate,

S/o Shri Dev Raj Nayyar,

# 1147, Sector: 33-C, 

Chandigarh.








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, 
Punjab School Education Board Complex,

Sector: 62, Mohali.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, 
Punjab School Education Board Complex,

Sector: 62, Mohali.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1134 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Yagyadeep, appellant, in person.
Shri Ashok Kumar,  Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Yagyadeep, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23.12.2013, addressed to PIO, office of  Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, SCO No. 87, Sector: 40-C, Chandigarh. sought certain information on 7 points with regard to recruitment for 12 posts of Professor, 19 posts of Associate Professor, 11 posts of Assistant Professor and 5 posts of Lecturer.

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 03.02.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 
and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application 
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dated 10.03.2014   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 20.05.2014.
3.

On 20.05.2014, the respondent submitted  a letter from the PIO of the office of Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab,  addressed to Principal Secretary, Medical Education and Research, Punjab, with a copy endorsed to the 

Commission vide Endst. No. 8220, dated 19.05.2014, which was  taken on record.  

Vide this letter the PIO of the office of Director Research and  Medical Education, Punjab had requested the Principal Secretary, Medical Education and Research to furnish them the requisite record so that the information, asked for by the appellant, could be supplied to him. Simultaneously, the PIO had requested the Commission to grant some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which was  granted. 
Accordingly, Shri Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, office of Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab, was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 20 days with a copy to the Commission. He was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons for the delay in the supply of information to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 05.08.2014.
4.

On 05.08.2014,  Shri Dhiraj Kumar, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated  that the requisite record from the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab,  had  not been supplied to them as yet and therefore the requisite information could not be supplied to the appellant. He assured  that as and when the record is received from the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, the requisite information would be supplied to the appellant. He submitted  a letter No. 1 M.E.1-2014/12077, dated 04.08.2014 from the Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, which was  taken on record. Vide the said letter DRME had  requested the Commission to grant some more time to enable them to supply requisite information to the appellant as the requisite record is in 
 the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, and they 
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have been requested to supply the record. 
A copy of the order was forwarded to the Public Information Officer of the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, with the direction  to supply the requisite record to the PIO of the 
office of Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab, Sector:40, Chandigarh so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Shri Ashok Kumar,  Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents, informs the Commission that requisite record has not been received as yet from the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Chandigarh. He submits a letter No. 1 ME.1-2014/15413 dated 20.10.2014  from the DRME, assuring the Commission that as and when the record is received from the office of  Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Chandigarh, the requisite information will be supplied to the appellant. 
6.

Despite the directions of the Commission issued  to the PIO  of the office of  Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Chandigarh,  on the last date of hearing, requisite record has not been supplied to DRME. One last opportunity is afforded to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Chandigarh, to supply the relevant record to DRME so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. He  is also directed to apprise the Commission of the status of the case in person on the next date of hearing. 

7.

A copy of the orders is forwarded to Principal Secretary, Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh to ensure the compliance of the orders by the PIO.


8.

Adjourned to  22.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-10-2014


             State Information Commissioner
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CC:
Principal Secretary, 




REGISTERED
Medical Education and Research, Punjab, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh

Public Information Officer,



REGISTERED
Office of Principal Secretary, 

Medical Education and Research, Punjab, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sumit Nayyar, Advocate,

14, Dasoundha Singh Road,

Lawrence Road Extension,

Amritsar.









…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab,
Punjab School Education Board Complex,
Sector: 62, Mohali.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal Secretary Medical Education & Research,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1140 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Krishan Kumar Nayyar, on behalf  of the appellant.

Shri Ashok Kumar,  Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Sumit Nayyar, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 01.08.2013, addressed to PIO, office of  Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, SCO No. 87, Sector: 40-C, Chandigarh, sought certain information on 11 points  with regard to medical teachers with non-medical qualifications viz. M.Sc, Phd.  

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 26.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 01.03.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was 
Contd……p/2

AC- 1140 of 2014  


-2- 
received in the Commission on  03.03.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 20.05.2014.
3.

On 20.05.2014, the respondent submitted  a letter  No. 8221, dated 19.05.2014 from the PIO of the office of Director,  Research and Medical Education, Punjab,  to the Commission, which  was  taken on record. Vide the said letter, the 

PIO had sought some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, as the information had to be collected from subordinate offices, which was  granted.  Accordingly, Shri Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, office of Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab,  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 20 days with a copy to the Commission. He was  also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons for the delay in the supply of information to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 05.08.2014.
4.

On 05.08.2014, the appellant stated that mis-leading information had  been supplied to him as the information relating to Dental Colleges had been supplied to him whereas information in respect of medical colleges had been asked for by him. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the correct and to the point  information to the appellant. He was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the present status of the case, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Shri Ashok Kumar, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents,  seeks adjournment of the case stating that their office is being shifted to a new building.  Viewing the lackadaisical approach being adopted by the PIO in this case, seriously, he is issued  a  show-cause notice to explain 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 willful delay being caused in the supply of information in the instant case and also as to why a compensation be not 
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awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining requisite information.  The PIO  is also afforded an opportunity of  personal hearing on the next date of hearing, failing which necessary action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
6.

Adjourned to  22.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-10-2014


            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Singh Grewal,

H.No. 12, Sector:4, 

Near Jawaddi Kalan, 

Ludhiana – 141013.







…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. 1130 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Surinder Singh Grewal, appellant, in person.

Shri Akash Rana, on behalf of Shri Puneet Sharma, Advocate for the respondents.



Shri Surinder Singh Grewal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 05.11.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar,  sought certified copies of complete calendar of P.T.U. Jalandhar including  Academic, Admission, Re-evaluation, Duties & Responsibilities.

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 20.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 06.03.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  07.03.2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 20.05.2014.
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3.

On 20.05.2014, the appellant stated  that in the instant case  he had sought certified copies of complete calendar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar 
and the PIO had  supplied the information four times in piecemeal but still the complete information had not been supplied to him till date. He requested that complete information might please be  got provided  to him. The Ld. Counsel for the respondents sought  some more time to enable him to supply complete information to the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply duly attested  complete information,  to the appellant before the next date of hearing i.e. today, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 05.08.2014.
4.

On 05.08.2014, , Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant but the appellant denied  stating that he had not received any information. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 20 days with a copy to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant informs the Commission that he is not satisfied with the provided information. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to submit deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
6.

A letter dated 20.10.2014 has been received through e-mail from Shri Puneet Sharma, Counsel for the respondents requesting for adjournment of the case as he is out of station in connection with personal work. Viewing this lackadaisical attitude of the Counsel for the respondents seriously, the PIO is directed to supply complete requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing in the light of deficiencies in the provided information pointed out by him,  failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 

7.

Adjourned to 26.11.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-10-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Deepak Mudgil,

Military Station Road,

Opposite Channakya School,

Fazilka-152123.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Fazilka.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 4203 of 2013     







Order
Present: 
Shri Deepak Modgil, complainant, in person.


Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Clerk,  on behalf of the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 24.10.2013 addressed to the respondent, Shri Deepak Mudgil  sought copies of Lay-Out Plan, Drawing number  and Shajra Plan in respect of M.C. Colony.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Mudgil filed a complaint dated 27.11.2013 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 29.11.2013  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  19.02.2014. 

3.

On 19.02.2014 none was present for the parties. A   perusal of the case file revealed that Regional Deputy Director, Ferozepur-cum-First Appellate Authority vide letter No. 277-278, dated 08.01.2011  directed the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Fazilka to supply the requisite information to the complainant within a week and apprise the Commission of the latest position,  under intimation to him. 
Since 

none  was  present for the parties, one more opportunity  was  afforded to them to 

pursue their case. The respondent – PIO  was  directed to supply  complete information to the complainant within 30 days with a copy to the Commission. The case was 
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adjourned to 24.04.2014, which was further adjourned to 10.06.2014 due to Lok Sabha Elections.

4.

On 10.06.2014, the representative of the complainant stated  that no information had been supplied to the complainant so far. Viewing the deliberate absence of the respondent during two consecutive hearing seriously, the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Municipal Council Fazilka was  issued a Show-Cause Notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, to explain  in writing through an affidavit, on the next date of hearing 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 to the complainant and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him  in obtaining the requisite information in the instant case.  He was  also given an opportunity of personal hearing before taking any action under  the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Besides, he  was   directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 20.08.2014.
5.

On 20.08.2014,  Shri Rajesh Kumar, Inspector, appearing on behalf of the respondent, handed  over information, asked for  at  Points No. 1 and 2, to the representative of the complainant in the court. He informed  the Commission that the information asked for at Point No. 3 is not available with them.  Accordingly, the respondent PIO-cum- Executive Officer, Municipal Council Fazilka was  directed to supply the information asked for at Point No. 3 to the complainant and in case it was  not available, an affidavit, duly attested by Executive Magistrate, to this effect, be submitted on the next date of hearing i.e. today.  He was also directed to submit reply to the show-cause notice issued to him on 10.06.2014 through a duly sworn affidavit, personally on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Clerk, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informs the Commission that Executive Officer, Municipal Council Fazilka, is not able to attend the court today as he has gone to New Delhi to attend a meeting relating to IHSDP Scheme. Accordingly, Executive Officer, Municipal Council Fazilka is again 
Contd……p/3
CC-4203 of 2013  



-3-  
directed to supply the information asked for at Point No. 3 to the complainant and in 
case it is not available in their record,  an affidavit, duly attested by Executive Magistrate, to this effect, be submitted on the next date of hearing. He is  also directed to submit reply to the show-cause notice issued to him on 10.06.2014 through a duly sworn affidavit, personally on the next date of hearing. He is also directed to submit a relevant document as proof to show  that he has gone to New Delhi to attend  an official meeting today in New Delhi relating to IHSDP Scheme.
7.

Adjourned to 22.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21.10.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.  Ravneet Preet Singh Bedi,

H.No.25-27,Joshi Farms, Guru Amar

Dass Avenue,Block A,Airport Road,

Amritsar.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar,Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Registrar, Punjab Technical University,


Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1738 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Deepak Saini, on behalf of the  appellant.
Shri Akash Rana, on behalf of Shri Puneet Sharma, Advocate for the respondents.


Dr.  Ravneet Preet Singh Bedi, appellant, vide an RTI application dated  20-01-2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Registrar, Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar, sought certain information/documents  on 35  points in respect of 289 students of Distance Education Programme. He sent a DD of Rs. 2000/- as documents charges.

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   25-02-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 13-05-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-05-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 07.08.2014.
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3.

On 07.08.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents sought  time to enable him to study the case and enable him to supply the requisite information to the appellant. On the request of the Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Shri Deepak Saini, appearing on behalf of the  appellant, informs the Commission that no information has been supplied to the appellant as yet. A letter dated 20.10.2014 has been received through e-mail from Shri Puneet Sharma, Counsel for the respondents requesting for adjournment of the case as he is out of station in connection with personal work. On the last date of hearing i.e. 07.08.2014, Counsel for the respondents also sought adjournment as he wanted time  to study the case. Viewing this lackadaisical attitude of the Counsel for the respondents seriously, the PIO is directed to supply complete 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. 
5.

Adjourned to 26.11.2014 at 2.00 P.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-10-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Balbir Singh,

S/o Shri Gurnam Singh,

Village Hathur,Tehsil Jagraon,

District Ludhiana 142031.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Incharge, Civil Veterinary Hospital,

Jagraon, District Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1711 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
 Dr. Malkiat Singh Deol, Senior Veterinary Officer, Civil Veterinary Hospital, Jagraon and Shri Tarlok Singh, Junior Assistant, Zila Parishad, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents.  


Shri   Balbir Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 30-12-2013,  addressed to PIO, office of  Incharge, Civil Veterinary Hospital, Jagraon, District Ludhiana, sought certain information on 3  points with regard to Doctor  and staff posted  in Civil Veterinary Dispensary, Hathur alongwith quantity of medicine being supplied to the said dispensary every month.

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 06-02-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide 

application dated  05-04-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  13-05-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 07.08.2014.
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3.

On 07.08.2014, Dr. Malkiat Singh Deol, Senior Veterinary Officer, Civil Veterinary Hospital, Jagraon stated that Civil Veterinary Dispensary Hathur is under the control of Secretary, Zila Parishad, Ludhiana.  Shri Gurpreet Mangat, Junior Assistant, Zila Parishad, Ludhiana, submitted  a letter No. 54/RTI, dated 06.08.2014 from Deputy Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad, Ludhiana enclosing therewith a copy of letter No. 28/RTI, dated 05.05.2014 addressed to ADC(Development)-cum-First Appellate Authority, Ludhiana vide which it has been informed that Civil Veterinary Dispensary Hathur is under the control of Director, Animal Husbandry, Punjab and the medicines are supplied by them. There are two members of staff, one pharmacist and one sweeper, which are under the control of Zila Parishad and the staff is recruited by the Government and at present both the posts are vacant.  In view of the contradictory statements of Dr. Malkiat Singh Deol, Senior Veterinary Officer, Civil Veterinary Hospital, Jagraon and Shri Gurpreet Mangat, Junior Assistant, Zila Parishad, Ludhiana,  a copy of the order was  forwarded to Additional Deputy Commissioner(Development), Ludhiana to apprise the Commission of the factual position and arrange to supply the requisite information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

A letter No. 3228, dated 10.09.2014 has been received from ADC(Development) Ludhiana informing the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant  to his satisfaction by hand. A copy of the provided information has also been sent vide the above-said letter.  Dr. Malkiat Singh Deol, Senior Veterinary Officer, Civil Veterinary Hospital, Jagraon appearing  on behalf of the respondents, reiterates  that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant which has been duly received by him. 


5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:21-10-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh, President,

People for Literacy (Regd.)

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

Ludhiana-3.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Joint Commissioner, (M),


Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1755 of 2012   

Order
Present: 
None for the parties.


In this case, on 18.09.2013, the respondent-PIO was directed to file a duly sworn affidavit to the effect that there were no sealing orders available on record. The appellant submitted that much delay had occurred in the providing the information and requested that the respondents be panelized as per the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2.

On 22.01.2014, none was present. While giving one more opportunity to both the parties to pursue their case,  the case was adjourned for 18.03.2014.

3.

On 18.03.2014,  none was  present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of the respondent during  two consecutive hearings seriously, the PIO was directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to file a duly sworn affidavit as per the directions issued by the Commission on 18.09.2013 and to explain the reasons for absence during  two consecutive hearings  otherwise punitive action will 
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have to be initiated as per the provisions the RTI Act, 2005. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to ensure that the concerned PIO is present in person on 21.05.2014.
4.

On 21.05.2014 again none  was present for the respondents. Viewing the continuous absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity  was  afforded to the PIO to be present in person on the next date of hearing along duly sworn affidavit otherwise punitive action for imposing penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. A copy of the order  was  forwarded to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to direct the PIO to attend the court on the next date of hearing alongwith duly sworn affidavit. The case was adjourned to 05.08.2014.
5.

On 05.08.2014,  again none was  present on behalf of the respondents. Therefore, a copy of the order was  forwarded to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana,  to look into the matter personally and furnish the name and designation of the concerned PIO to the Commission so that action under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 could be initiated against him for deliberately denying the information to the appellant and for not obeying the orders of the Commission. 
A copy of the order was also  forwarded to Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab to ensure the compliance of the order of the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

A letter dated 18.10.2014 has been received through FAX from the appellant informing the Commission that he is not able to attend hearing today as he will be out of station for next few days. He has requested to adjourn the case.
7.

On the request of the appellant, the case is Adjourned to  20.11.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-10-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh, President,

People for Literacy (Regd.)

7,Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Joint Commissioner,


Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1756 of 2012    

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Maninder Kumar, SDO, PSPCL Focal Point Division Ludhiana and  Shri Balwinder Singh, XEN(Light Branch) Zone-B Municipal Corporation Ludhiana,  on behalf of the respondents.



In this case, on 18.09.2013, the appellant informed that the information provided was incomplete. He further stated that he would be satisfied if the information regarding encroachment of land by Ms. Sunita  Aggarwal, Deputy Senior Mayor was provided to him by the respondents. Written reply to show-cause notice was submitted by Shri P.S. Ghuman and Shri Manjit Singh, which was taken on record. 

2.

On 22.01.2014, none was present. While giving one more opportunity to both the parties the case was adjourned for 18.03.2014.

3.

On 18.03.2014, Shri Neeraj Jain, PIO-cum-Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that the requisite  information in respect of Ms. Sunita Aggarwal, Deputy Senior Mayor, as per the demand of the appellant, had been supplied to him by post.   Since the appellant was  not present in person, he  was  directed to 
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submit his observations, if any, on the provided information. The case was adjourned for 21.05.2014.

4.

On 21.05.2014,  the appellant stated that the building in question was constructed about 4  years back  and he   had asked for information with regard to sewerage cess, water cess, roads, lights and house tax, which had not been supplied to him so far.  He further stated that he had received  information from the  B&R Branch.

5.

Accordingly, Shri Rajinder Singh, PIO(O&M Cell) , Zone-B; Shri Ranjit Singh, PIO(B&R), Zone-B; Shri S. P. Singh, PIO(Light Branch) Zone-B and Shri Neeraj Jain, PIO(House Tax) Zone-B, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana were  directed to supply the requisite information pertaining to their sections before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission. They were   directed to be present in person alongwith relevant record on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay as the instant RTI application is pending since 10.08.2012. The case was adjourned to 05.08.2014.
6.

On 05.08.2014,  the respondent handed  over information to the appellant in the court. The appellant stated that the provided information  was still not complete. Then the status of provided information was  discussed in detail. Since the information relating to B&R Branch   had  been provided and Shri Abdul Sattar, had  been appointed as Deemed PIO(House Tax),  Shri Ranjit Singh, PIO(B&R) and Shri Neeraj Jain, PIO(House Tax) were exempted from appearance during further proceedings in the instant case. A copy of the order was  forwarded to M.D., PSIEC, Sector:17, Chandigarh, to furnish a copy of allotment letter of the above said building alongwith map passed for construction and orders of high court,  if any, in that area and any notice issued during construction.  A copy of the order was  forwarded to Shri Rachhpal Singh, Chief Engineer, Power Corporation Limited,  Ludhiana to intimate the Commission the release date of connection for the said building and release date of connections for street lights alongwith orders from the competent authority.  
A  copy of the order was forwarded to Shri G.S.Khosa, XEN-cum-PIO, Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Board, Division No.1, Ludhiana to intimate the Commission the date of laying sewerage 
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alongwith orders from the competent authority or any request received from the residents. A copy of the order  was  forwarded to Mrs. Monica Anand, ATP-cum-PIO(Building Branch), Zone-B, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to intimate the Commission if any notice was issued during construction of the building and to produce the proof of ownership of the said building. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

A letter dated 18.10.2014 has been received through FAX from the appellant informing the Commission that he is not able to attend hearing today as he will be out of station for next few days.

8.

On the request of the appellant, the case is Adjourned to  20.11.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-10-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Karandeep Singh, President,

7, Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3.








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Joint Commissioner (M),


Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1757 of 2012    

Order
Present: 
None for the parties.


In this case, on 18.09.2013, Shri Ajay Sood, Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Ludhiana, who was the designated PIO during the relevant period and Shri Tajinder Pal Singh, Superintendent, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana were issued show-cause notices to explain in writing by furnishing self-attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon them till the information is furnished. Shri Tajinder Pal Singh was further directed to tender a duly sworn affidavit stating that the information provided to the appellant is complete and correct and there is no further information on record which could be provided to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 22.01.2014.

2.

On 22.01.2014, none was present. While giving one more opportunity to both the parties , the case was adjourned to 18.03.2014.

3.

On 18.03.2014, written submission explaining his position with regard to 
delay occurred in the supply of requisite information in the instant case,  in 
response to show-cause notice  issued to him, was  received through FAX from Shri Tajinder Pal Singh , which was  taken on record. As  he had  not submitted a duly 

sworn affidavit to the effect that the information provided to the appellant is complete 
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and correct and there is no further information on record which could be provided to the appellant as was directed on 18.09.2013,   he was again directed to the submit the affidavit, in person, on the next date of hearing i.e. 21.05.2014.

4.

On 21.05.2014, as per the directions issued on the last date of hearing. Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, submitted  an affidavit, which was  taken on record. Respondent further stated that the information, available on record, had been supplied to the appellant and notice under Section 108 had also been issued in this case. 
The appellant submitted  that copies of sewerage bills, water bills and disposal bills had not been supplied to him as yet.  Accordingly, Shri Ravinder Garg, A.C.T.(O&M)-cum-PIO, Zone-D, was  directed to provide copies of water, sewerage and disposal bills alongwith copies of any notices, if issued, to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. He was  also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the status of the case and explain reasons for delay in the supply of requisite information. The case was adjourned to 05.08.2014.
5.

On 05.08.2014,  Shri Ravinder Kumar, XEN, appearing on behalf of the respondents stated that Notice under Section 137 had been issued. He further stated that there is no entry in their record of the said property. Accordingly, Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO,  was  directed to apprise the Commission of the status of final conclusion under Section 137 and 138 on the next date of hearing.  A copy of the order was  forwarded to Shri P.S.Ghuman, Zonal Commissioner, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to ensure the compliance of final conclusion under Sections 137 and  108. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

A letter dated 18.10.2014 has been received through FAX from the appellant informing the Commission that he is not able to attend hearing today as he will be out of station for next few days. He has requested to adjourn the case.
7.

On the request of the appellant, the case is adjourned to  20.11.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh,





      (Ravinder Singh Nagi
)
             

Date: 21-10-2014




State Information Commissioner
