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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms Impreet Kaur D/O Shri Surinderpal Singh,
H. No. 316 C-Ex Model Town Extension Ludhiana. 141002. 
		.							Complainant.
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o 
Principal and Managing Committee Shree Atam	
Vallabh Jain College, G T Road, Near Malhotra Resorts,
Hussainpura, Ludhiana. 
		
								       ...Respondent	
Complaint Case No. 157 of 2017
&
			Complaint Case No. 160 of 2017 
Presnet;-	Shri I PS Mangat, Advocate present on behalf of the  Complainant 			alongwith Shri Surinder Pal Singh, father of the Complainant. 
		Shri Kulbhushan Sharma, Officiating Supdt. on behalf of the 				Respondent/PIO. 
											
O R D E R 
		The Complainant-Ms Impreet Kaur has filed two complaints- (1)  CC No. 157/2017 and (2) CC No. 160/2017 against the Principal and Managing Committee Shree Atam Vallabh Jain College, Ludhiana. Parties in both the complaints are same and the issues involved in both the complaint cases are that whether the Respondent/institution is a Public Authority as defined under Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 
		I have heard both the parties and perused the relevant record of both the complaint cases and have also gone through the papers submitted by both the parties. 
		The orders in the above-noted complaint cases are reserved  and it will be pronounced within 15 days and the orders will be released and the parties will be intimated accordingly. 

							( Avtar Singh Kaler) 
25.07.2017				State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
								
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Ms Impreet Kaur D/O Shri Surinderpal Singh,
H. No. 316 C-Ex Model Town Extension Ludhiana. 141002. 
		.							Complainant.
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o 
Principal and Managing Committee Shree Atam	
Vallabh Jain College, G T Road, Near Malhotra Resorts,
Hussainpura, Ludhiana. 
		
								       ...Respondent	
Complaint Case No. 157 of 2017
&
			Complaint Case No. 160 of 2017 

			
Presnet;-	Shri I PS Mangat, Advocate present on behalf of the  Complainant 			alongwith Shri Surinder Pal Singh, father of the Complainant. 
		Shri Kulbhushan Sharma, Officiating Supdt. on behalf of the 				Respondent/PIO. 
											
O R D E R 

		The Complainant-Ms Impreet Kaur has filed two complaint cases before the Commission bearing Complaint Case No. 157/2017 and other Complaint Case No. 160/2017. After issuing notices to the Respondent/Principal and Managing Committee Shree Atam Vallabh Jain College, G.T.Road Near Malhotra Resorts, Hussainpura, Ludhiana. The Respondent/College appeared and filed replies in both the complaint cases. 
		The Complaint-Ms Impreet Kaur filed RTI application to the Respondent/Principal and Managing Committee, Shree Atam Vallabh Jain College, G.T.Road Near Malhotra Resorts, Hussainpura, Ludhiana on 27.09.2016 and sought attested copies of Salary Registrar from 1.1.2012 to 31.12.2014 and she filed another RTI application dated 28.09.2016 before the Respondent/ Principal and Managing Committee, Shree Atam Vallabh Jain College, G.T.Road Near Malhotra Resorts, Hussainpura, Ludhiana and sought attested copies of Service Book from 02.07.2012 to 11.06.2014.
		The Respondent/College give replies in both the applications filed under the Right to Information Act, 2005 on 27.10.2016 submitted that the Respondent/College does not fall under the definition of Public Authority under the provisions of the Right to Information  Act, 2005, therefore, the RTI application filed by the Applicant is not maintainable. 
		Then, the Complainant/applicant being not satisfied by the reply of Respondent/College, filed two complaint cases before the Punjab State Information Commission ( hereinafter called the 'Commission') one Complaint Case No. 157/2017 and other Complaint Case No. 160/2017 filed on 30.11.2016. 
		The Complainant-Ms Impreet Kaur filed Complaint cases No. 157/2017 and Complaint case No. 160/2017 before the Commission against the Respondent/ Principal and Managing Committee, Shree Atam Vallabh Jain College, G.T.Road Near Malhotra Resorts, Hussainpura, Ludhiana.  In Para No 3 of the Complaint, the Complainant submitted that the Respondent/College Institution is receiving grant from the Punjab and Central Government and it is further stated that the Respondent/College-Institution has got various lands for its educational institutions at relaxed rates from the Government so that the Respondent/College is a Public Authority as defined under the Right to Information  Act, 2005 and they are liable to provide the sought for information to the Complainant and in Para No. 4 of the Complaint, the Complainant has stated that various  Courts have decided that such type of Institutions or Trusts, Societies get grant or financial help from the Government and are Public Authorities.
		The notices of the complaint was issued to the Respondent/College and the Respondent/College appeared before the Commission and filed written reply dated 17.04.2017 through Shri S.M.Gulati, Advocate in both the complaint cases.	
		The Respondent-College has raised preliminary objections and in Para No. 1 of the preliminary objection stated that the Respondent-College does not fall within the definition of Public Authority under Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and further submitted that the Respondent-College  is privately managed un-aided educational institution and is not getting any financial assistance or grant in aid directly or indirectly from the State or Central Government. The Respondent-College is not under the control of Central or State Government  or any autonomous body and the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 are not applicable to the Respondent-College.  The Responent-College is not owned or controlled by the Appropriate  Government and in the reply on merits, the same objections were raised by the Respondent-College and it is also denied that the Respondent-College is  receiving any grant in aid from the Central or the State Government or it is further denied that the Respondent-College has got land on  relaxed rates from the State Government.  The land on which the Respondent-College Institution is functioning has purchased by Shri Atma Nand Education Board, Daresi Road, Ludhiana from the land-owners  on payment of sale consideration and it is further submitted in Para No. 4 of the reply that the Respondent-College is not receiving any financial help from the State Government or 
Central Government and  as such, the Respondent- College does  not fall under the definition of Public Authority and it is further submitted that the Salary Certificate of the Complainant had already been provided to Shri Surinder Pal Singh father of the complainant for the relevant period alongwith Form No. 16 of the Income Tax Act. So, the Respondent-College is not a Public Authority and the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 are not applicable to the Respondent-College. 
		Dr Tarsem Lal Joshi, Principal, Shree Atam Vallabh Jain College, G.T.Road Near Malhotra Resorts, Hussainpura, Ludhiana submitted a Affidavit dated 08.05.2017 duly signed by the Principal and attested by the Notary Public wherein it is mentioned that the Respondent-College had never received any grant-in-aid from any government or statutory authority and in Para No. 2 of the Affidavit, the land upon which the College building exists was not purchased from the State Government under the relaxed rates rather the Respondent-College purchased the land from the private land-owner namely (1)  Dalbir Singh son of Shri Sulakhan Singh son of Shri Wadhwa Singh, (2) Ajit Singh son of Shri Lakha Singh son of Shri Mann Singh (3) Gurdev Singh son of Shri Natha Singh son of Shri Chanda Singh (4) Shri Gurbax Singh son of Shri Lakha Singh son of Shri Mann Singh, all resident of Village Hussainpura, Ludhiana, on payment of sale consideration agreed upon in the year 1997 through registered Sale Deed registered with the Sub Registrar, Ludhiana.

		Dr Tarsem Lal Joshi, Principal/Respondent-College has submitted another affidavit dated 17.04.2s017 duly signed by him and attested by the Notary Public and in Para No. 2 it is submitted that the Respondent-College did not maintain Service Book in respect of  Ms Impmeet Kaur, Ex-Assistant Professor Commerce as she was still  on probation  and was not  confirmed employee. So, the reply submitted by the Respondent-College that the Respondent-College is not  a Public Authority and is not covered under the provisions of the Right to Information  Act, 2005 and the Respondent-College have not maintained any Service Book of the Complainant and the Respondent-College has never received any grant in aid from the State or Central Government or any autonomous body and the Respondent-College does not fall under the definition of Public Authority as defined under Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 

		After going through the pleadings  of the Complainant and the reply submitted by the Respondent-College the controversy in  both the complaint cases are 
		" Whether the Respondent-- Principal and Managing 			Committee, 	Shree Atam 	Vallabh Jain College, G.T.Road 		Near Malhotra Resorts, Hussainpura, Ludhiana is a 			Public Authority " 
and the burden to prove that the Respondent-College is a Public Authority  as defined under Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 is upon the Complainant.

		The definition of Public Authority is given under Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 which reads as under :-
		Section 2 : Definitions -                  In this  Act, unless the context otherwise requires :
		(H) Public Authority : means any authority or body or institution of self-government established or constituted  -
(a) 	by or under the Constitution ;
(b) 	by any other law made by Parliament ;
(c) 	by any other law made by State Legislature ; 
(d) 	by notification issued or order made by the appropriate Government, and included any -
(i) body owned, controlled or substantially financed;
(ii) non-Government Organisation substantially financed, directly or indirectly by funds provided by the appropriate 
Government. ”

xxx			xxx		xxx
	xxx			xxx

		I have heard the counsel for the Complainant and the Respondent-College at length on the points whether the Respondent-College and  Managing Committee Shree Atam Vallabh Jain College, Hussainpura, Ludhiana is a Public Authority as defined under Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 
		I have also gone through the pleadings and the citations submitted by the Complainant. The Complainant-Ms Impreet Kaur filed  complaint under Section 18 of the Act before the Commission and in Para No 3 of the complaint, the complainant submitted that the Institution is basically a educational institution and had received great amount of grant from the Punjab State and  the Central government and further submitted that the Respondent-College got the land at the relaxed rates from the Government and for these reasons, the Respondent-College falls under the definition of the Public Authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005. The complainant has not submitted any evidence that at what time and how much grant, the Respondent-College has received from the State or Central Government and is regularly receiving the financial help from the government. The Complainant has also not submitted  any proof that the Respondent-College had purchased the land at the relaxed rates from the Government. 
		Whereas the Respondent-College has clarified and submitted in their reply that the Respondent-College is a private managed by the educational institution and is not getting any financial help or grant in aid directly or indirectly from the Central or State Government and the Respondent-College is not under the direct or indirect control of any autonomous body, so the Respondent-College does not fall under the definition of Public Authority as defined under Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and it is further submitted that the Respondent-College has purchased the land from the private owner after paying the sale consideration agreed upon in the year 1997 through sale deed registered with the Sub Registrar, Ludhiana and it is further submitted that the Respondent-College has never purchased any land from the Government at the relaxed rates. 
		As the onus to prove that the Respondent-College is a Public Authority as defined under Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 is on the complainant but the complainant submitted in her complaint that the Respondent-College has received  grant in aid from the Central and  the State Government and the Respondent-College purchased the land from the State Government on relaxed rates but the complainant has not submitted any evidence  regarding the above said points whereas the Respondent-College has clarified that the Respondent-College has never received any grant in aid from the State or Central Government or from  any autonomous body and the Respondent-College is a private unaided college and the Respondent-College is not owned, controlled or substantially financed by the appropriate Government or neither the Respondent-College has been substantially financed  directly or indirectly by the State Government or the Central Government. 
		The Complainant has submitted the order dated 29.05.2014 passed by the Central Information Commission, New Delhi and this order is not applicable in the present case. 
		The complainant has submitted a copy of the judgement  in CWP No. 2626 of 2008 decided on 25.2.2008 by the Punjab and Haryana High Court in case DAV College Trust and Management Society Versus D.P.I.(Colleges) U.T., Chandigarh and CWP No. 453 of 2008 decided on 14.1.2008 by the Punjab and Haryana High Court and in both these cases the Hon'ble High Court held that the aided colleges who are getting 95% aid from the State to meet its expenses would come within expression Public Authority under the Right to Information Act.
		The Complainant has submitted another jujdgement passed by the Bombay High Court in W.P. Nos 26 to 30 of 2011, decided on 18,10.2012 and in this case it is also mentioned that the concerned institution is receiving  grants so the Right to Information Act, 2005 is applicable. 
		The complainant has submitted the order passed by the Central Information Commission, New Delhi  dated 29.5.2014 the facts are not applicable to the facts of the present complaint cases. The Complainant has submitted the office order dated 06.06.2016 of the office of Director, Higher Education, Himachal Pradesh , these are not applicable to the present complaint cases. 
		The counsel for complainant  submitted a copy of  order dated 07.09.2011 passed by the Chief Information Commissioner, Punab, in complaint case No 702 of 2011 in complaint case  Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate Versus PIO office of the Director, Guru Gobind Singh College of Engineering, Mansal-Sardualgarh Road, Talwandi Sabo, District Bathinda. The Hon'ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab has held that the Respondent is a Public Authority as the instructions issued by the All India Council for Technical Education ( AICTE) regarding the governing body of technical institutions recognized by the AICTE and provided one Member by AICTE, one nomine member of the Affiliating University and one nominee Member of the State Government. Therefore, the State bodies through a large number of their nominee members participate in the management of the affairs of the Institution and thus exercise control over the respondent institution. The above said order is passed by the Hon'ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab is not applicable to the present case being different facts. The Respondent-College is unaided private college and is not directly or indirectly controlled and  substantially financed by any Appropriate Government. 

		The Commission has carefully gone through the orders passed by the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab and the courts. The Commission has perused the relevant record and papers in both the complaint cases and have gone through the definition of Public Authority as envisaged under Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. The word meaning of expression "controlled" which means body owned and substantially financed directly or indirectly by the funds provided by the appropriate government and the onus to prove the burden is upon the complainant who seek information and so far as substantially financed is concerned, the substantially financed means solid and  massive etc.  The Legislature has used the expression ' substantially financed' under Section 2(h)(d)(i) and (ii) that the degree of financing must be actual, existing, positive and real to a substantial extent and not moderate or ordinary.  Only those  education Institution who are getting 95% grant in aid from the Government are substantially financed Institution and they are covered under Section 2(h)(d)(i) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and are Public Authorities. 
		As the complainant-Ms Impreet Kaur has failed to provide any evidence that the Respondent-College is receiving any financial aid from the State or Central Government or from any autonomous body and neither the Respondent-College is running under the control of any appropriate Government. The Complainant had not given any evidence that the Respondent-College has purchased the land from the Government at the relaxed rates whereas the Respondent-College submitted reply in the shape of affidavit stating that the Respondent-College has never received any grant in aid from the State or Central Government neither the Respondent-College has purchased any land from the Government at the relaxed rates and it is further submitted that the Respondent-College is not substantially financed by the appropriate Government rather the Respondent-College is a private managed unaided College.  
		From the above said discussion and the pleadings and documents placed on the file, the Commission is of the view that the Respondent-College does not fall under the definition of Public Authority as envisaged under Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 
		So,  both the complaint cases are disposed of and decided accordingly  and a copy of the orders be placed, one each  in the two complaint cases. 
		The order is pronounced and released. Parties be intimated. 			

				( Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated 03.08.2017 	                    State Information Commissioner, Punjab. 














STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 
Fax No. 0172-2864110, 2864125, Phone 0172-2864119
visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Thakar Ram s/o Shri Kurdia Ram,
R/o Village Mihon Dak, Devigarh, Distt. Patiala 
			 					Complainant 
		Versus	
Public Information Officer,
O/o Warehouse, Patiala
							..Respondent
Complaint Case No. 266 of 2017

Present:-	None for present on behalf of Complainant
		Ms. Jatinder Kaur, APIO on behalf of Respondent/ PIO
		
O R D E R 
		
		The Complainant Shri Thakar Ram is absent without any intimation to the Commission.  He never come present before the Commission on any date of hearing.  He was absent on 09.05.201729.05.2017, 27.06.2017.  On 09.05.2017 Mrs. Ranjana Sharma, PIO, Ms. Jatinder Kaur were present on behalf of Respondent.  Today on 25.07.2017 Ms. jatinder Kaur, APIO is present on behalf of the Respondent and she stated that the sought for information was sent to the Complainant on 04.05.2017 through registered post.  The APIO has also shown the postal receipt to the Commission.

	On 09.05.2017, the Respondent also stated that the sought for information was sent to the Complainant on 04.05.2017 through registered post and as the Complainant was absent then the Commission issued direction to the Complainant that he should come present before the Commission on the next date of hearing and in case he would not come present before the Commission, then his case will be decided in his absence.  But inspite of the directions issued to the Complainant on 09.05.2017, he has not come present on 29.05.2017 and 20.06.2017 and now today on 25.07.2017, the Complainant has not come present whereas Mrs. Jatinder Kaur, APIO has come present before the Commission.  She is holding a Government job and performing the official  duties but inspite of holding the official duties she has come present before the Commission whereas the Complainant never come present.

		The Commission is satisfied that the Respondent/PIO has resolved the matter involved in the RTI application filed by the Complainant and had sent the sought for information to the Complainant through registered post.  It seems that as the Complainant is not coming present, he has received the sought for information and he is satisfied and this is the reason that he is not coming present. Ms Jatinder
								Contd………………P/2

			
·  2 --    Complaint Case No. 266 of 2017

 Kaur, APIO has submitted the information alongwith the postal receipt to the Commission which is taken on the file of the Commission. 

		 So, under the circumstances the present complaint case is disposed and closed. 

		Copy of the order be sent to the parties accordingly. Announced. 


						   		 	 (A.S. Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  	   State Information Commissioner, Punjab


















		STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 
Fax No. 0172-2864110, 2864125, Phone 0172-2864119
visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh Balbir Singh s/o Shri Inder Singh,
Ward No.11, Near Old Thana,
Lehragaga
			.	 						Appellant
						Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o CE XEN, Sater Supply and Sanitation,
Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority,
O/o CE, Water Supply and Sanitation, Patiala
										...Respondent	

Appeal Case No. 832 of 2017

Present:-	Shri Balbir Singh, Appellant
		None is present on behalf of Respondent/PIO.

		On the last date of hearing i.e on 27.06.2017 Shri Baljor Singh, JE was present on behalf of the Respondent/PIO and he was directed by the Commission to send attested copies of the sought for information to the appellant at his given address in the RTI application and it was also directed that the PIO should come present before the Commission along with copy of the sought for information.
		Today i.e. 25.07.2017, Shri Balbir Singh, Appellant is present and stated that he had not received any information from the Respondent and the Respondent is absent before the Commission.  A direction be issued to the Respondent to send attested copies of sought for information to the Appellant and come personally present before the Commission on the next date of hearing along with the postal receipt.
		At this stage Sh. Baljor Singh, JE has come present and he assured that he will provide the sought for information to the Appellant and will get receipt from him that he has received the sought for information.
		Now to come up on 28.8.2017 for further hearing. 
		Copy of the order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. 

						   		  (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  	    State Information Commissioner, Punjab





	STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 
Fax No. 0172-2864110, 2864125, Phone 0172-2864119
visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com



Sh Vipan Kumar s/o Shri Krishan Kumar,
House No. 319, Ward No.2, New Abadi, 
Khanna (District Ludhiana)
		.	 							Appellant

						Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Local Bodies,
Punjab, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Principal Secretary, Local Bodies, Punjab,
Municipal Bhawan, Sector 35-A, Chandigarh
										...Respondent	

Appeal Case No. 792 of 2017

Present:-	None for the Parties.

		Both the parties are directed to come present before the Commission on the next date of hearing and the Respondent/PIO is directed to send the sought for information through registered post at the given address on the RTI application to the Appellant and come present before the Commission along with postal receipt and copy of the sought for information on the next date of hearing.  In case the Respondent/PIO will not comply with the order of the Commission, then a show cause notice will be issued to the Respondent that why he had not provided the sought for information to the Appellant within the stipulated period, So why he may not be penalized under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.

		Now to come up on 28.8.2017 for further hearing. 

		Copy of the order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. 

						   		  (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  	    State Information Commissioner, Punjab
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Sh Vipan Kumar s/o Shri Krishan Kumar,
House No. 319, Ward No.2, New Abadi, 
Khanna (District Ludhiana)
		.	 							Appellant

						Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Local Bodies,
Punjab, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Principal Secretary, Local Bodies, Punjab,
Municipal Bhawan, Sector 35-A, Chandigarh
										...Respondent	

Appeal Case No. 794 of 2017

Present:-	None for the Parties.

		Both the parties are directed to come present before the Commission on the next date of hearing and the Respondent/PIO is directed to send the sought for information through registered post at the given address on the RTI application to the Appellant and come present before the Commission along with postal receipt and copy of the sought for Pinformation on the next date of hearing.  In case the Respondent/PIO will not comply with the order of the Commission, then a show cause notice will be issued to the Respondent that why he had not provided the sought for information to the Appellant within the stipulated period, So why he may not be penalized under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.

		Now to come up on 28.8.2017 for further hearing. 

		Copy of the order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. 

						   		  (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  	    State Information Commissioner, Punjab




	   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 
Fax No. 0172-2864110, 2864125, Phone 0172-2864119
visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com



Sh Rajneesh Kumar s/o Sh. Manphool Ram,
Gali Aman Model School, Radha Soami Colony,
Fazilka
		.	 							Appellant

						Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Treasury Officer, Ferozepur

First Appellate Authorty
O/o Director Treasury and Accounts, Punjab,
Sector 17, Chandigarh																					...Respondent	

Appeal Case No. 799 of 2017
O R D E R

Present:-	None for the Parties.

		The appellant Shri Rajneesh Kumar has not come present today.  No one has come present on behalf of the Respondent/PIO.
		The Commission received a mail on 25.07.2017 which is diarized at No.16743 sent by Treasury Officer, Fazilka to the Commission wherein it is submitted that the information has been provided to the Appellant and the letter is annexed by a receipt duly signed by the Appellant Sh. Rajneesh Kumar which is dated 23.07.2017.  The appellant Sh. Rajneesh Kumar stated that he had received the sought for information from the Respondent/PIO, so his appeal case may be closed.  Both the papers are taken on the file of the Commission as the appellant has himself given the receipt that he had received the sought for information, so the present appeal case is disposed of and closed.		
		 
		Copy of the order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. 

						   		  (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  	    State Information Commissioner, Punjab




STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 
Fax No. 0172-2864110, 2864125, Phone 0172-2864119
visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Shri Avtar Singh s/o Shri Harbhajan Singh,
R/o Village Talwandi Bharat (Kothe), Post Office Aliwal,
Tehsil Batala, District Gurdaspur.			.	 																Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Amritsar Improvement Trust,
Amritsar..		    						       															...Respondent	

Complaint Case No. 201 of 2017

Present:-	Sh. Avtar Singh, Complainant. is present
		None is present on behalf of Respondent/PIO.

		Shri Avtar Singh, Complainant is present.  None has come present on behalf of Respondent/PIO.  The Respondent was absent on the last dates of hearing on 03.05.2017, 29.05.2017 and 27.06.2017.  
		The Commission has received a mail on 04.05.02017 which is diarized in the Commission at No. 9439 sent by Nodal Officer (RTI)-cum-Town Planner, Improvement Trust, Amritsar addressed to the PIO-cum-Superintendent Sales, Improvement Trust, Amritsar vide which he directed the PIO-cum-Superintendent Sales, Improvement Trust, Amritsar to provide the sought for information to the Complainant and attend the Commission on the date of hearing regarding the complaint of the Complainant but the Respondent/PIO has not come present in time.  Last time final opportunity was granted to the Respondent to come present before the Commission on the next date f hearing otherwise a show cause notice will be issued to the Respondent/PIO as to why he has not provided the sought for information to the Complainant within the stipulated period  and why PIO may not be penalized under the provisions of RTI Act.
	A direction is issued to the Respondent/PIO to come present on the next date of hearing along with the sought for information or file reply to the complaint filed by the Complainant.
 
		Now to come up on 28.8.2017 for further hearing. 
		Copy of the order be sent to the parties. Announced. 

						   		  (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  	    	State Information Commissioner, Punjab
	

		STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 
Fax No. 0172-2864110, 2864125, Phone 0172-2864119
visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com



Sh H.S Hundal, Advocate,
Chamber No.82, District Courts,
SAS Nagar
		.	 							Appellant

						Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Civil Surgeon, Moga

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Civil Surgeon, Moga
										...Respondent	

Appeal Case No. 676 of 2017

Present:-	None for the Parties.

		Sh. H.S. Hundal, Appellant is absent without any intimation to the Commission. None  has come present on behalf of the Respondent/PIO of the office of Civil Surgeon, Moga.  The Appellant and Respondent were present on 09.05.2017 and after that both the parties has not come present before the Commission on 29.05.2017, 27.06.2017 and now today on 25.07.2017.  Both the parties are directed to come present on the next date of hearing and the Respondent is directed to send the sought for information through registered post to the Appellant at his given address on the RTI application and present postal receipt before the Commission on the next date of hearing along with copy of sought for information.  In case the Respondent fails to comply with the order of the Commission, the Commission will be forced to issue Show Cause Notice to the Respondent.

		Now to come up on 28.8.2017 for further hearing.
		Copy of the order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. 

						   		  (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  	    State Information Commissioner, Punjab





	STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 
Fax No. 0172-2864110, 2864125, Phone 0172-2864119
visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com



Sh Varinder Thakur,
313, 3rd Floor, GT5 Omxe Green,
Ambala Chandigarh Highway, Lalru,
Tehsil Derabassi, Distt. Mohali
		.	 							Appellant

						Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o  Chief Medical Officer, Civil Lines, Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Chief Medical Officer,
Civil Lines, Ludhiana																					...Respondent	
Appeal Case No. 369 of 2017

Present:-	Shri Varinder Thakur, Appellant present
		None on behalf of the Respondent PIO.

		Shri Varinder Thakur, Appellant is present.  None has come present on behalf of the Respondent.  The Respondent never come present before the Commission for hearing in the present appeal case.  The Respondents were absent on 29.05.2017, 27.06.2017 and now today the Respondent has not come present before the Commission neither he sent any intimation to the Commission that he is not coming present for hearing.
		The Appellant has filed RTI application on 04.10.2016 and has stated that the Respondent has not provided the sought for information to him whereas about 9 months have been passed.  The conduct of the Respondents are not fair which shows that the Respondents have no respect for law and are not performing their official duties and even not caring about the directions issued by the Commission.  On 9.5.2017, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the Respondent PIO that why he had not provided the sought for information to the appellant and why he may not be penalized under the provisions of RTI Act.  The Respondent is further directed to come personally present before the Commission on the next date of hearing alongwith the sought for information and file reply to the show cause notice issued to him and an opportunity of personal hearing will be provided to him on the next date of hearing.  In case the Respondents would not come present on the next date of hearing, then the Commission will be forced to issue warrants of arrest against him.
		Now to come up on 28.8.2017 for further hearing.
		Copy of the order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. 

						   		  (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  	    State Information Commissioner, Punjab
		STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 
Fax No. 0172-2864110, 2864125, Phone 0172-2864119
visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Ms. Nirmal Kaur w/o Shri Balbir Singh Toor,
Village Bamuwall, Post Office Maduwal, Tehsil Dhilwan,
District Kapurthala		.	 						Appellant
							Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o  Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 
Dhilwan, District Kapurthala
First Appellate Authority,
O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,
Kapurthala																						     ...Respondent	
Appeal Case No. 669 of 2017
Present:-	Shri Sarbjit Singh Kahlon, proxy for the Appellant
		None on behalf of the Respondent PIO.
		Shri Sarbjit Singh Kahlon, proxy is present on behalf of the Appellant.  None has come present on behalf of the Respondent.  Sh. Pavittar Singh, Superintendent, of the office of Dhilwan, District Kapurthala has come present on behalf of PIO on 27.03.2017 which was the first date of hearing and at that time Sh. Pavittar Singh, Supdt. requested  for some time to provide the sought for information to the Appellant and after that no one on behalf of the Respondent has come on 18.4.2017, 19.04.2017, 09.05.2017, 29.05.017 and 27.06.2017 and now today on 25.7.2017.  The Respondent remained absent for 6 times consecutively.  It seems that Respondent has no respect for law and he is not performing his official duties and is not caring about the directions issued to him to provide the sought for information to the Appellant, so, under the circumstances, a Show Cause Notice is issued to the Respondent/PIO of the office of BDPO, Dhilwan, district Kapurthala that why he has not provided the sought for information to the Appellant within the stipulated period and why he may not be penalized under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.
	The Respondent is directed to file reply to the Show Cause Notice on the next date of hearing and an opportunity of personal hearing would be provided to the Respondent to submit his reply before the Commission on the next date of hearing.  In case the Respondent would not come present again before the Commission on the next date of hearing then the Commission will be forced to ussue warrants of arrest of the Respondent/PIO i.e. Blaock Development and Panchayat Officer, Dhilwan.
	A copy of the notice be sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala for strict compliance of the order of the Commission and to ensure personal presence of the PIO/BDPO Dhilwan, District Kapurthala to come present before the Commission along with the sought for information and file reply to the Show Cause Notice.
		Now to come up on 28.8.2017 for further hearing.
		Copy of the order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. 

						   (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.	           State Information Commissioner, Punjab













	STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 
Fax No. 0172-2864110, 2864125, Phone 0172-2864119
visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Shri Darshan Singh s/o Sh. Gurnam Singh,
R/o Village Jalajan, Tehsil Khanna,
District Ludhiana.
				 						Appellant

							Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o  Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 
Khanna, District Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Addl. Deputy Commssioner,
Ludhiana												

									     ...Respondent	
Appeal Case No. 669 of 2017

Present:-	None present on behalf of the parties.

		The Appellant Sh. Darshan Singh is absent without any intimation to the Commission.  No one has come present on behalf of the Respondent neither he sent any intimation.  On 9.5.2017, Sh. Darshan Singh, appellant was present and Sh. Harinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary of the office of BDPO Khanna was present and after that no one has come present on behalf of the Respondent/PIO.  The Respondent PIO/Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Khanna is further directed to come personally present before the Commission on the next date of hearing alongwith the sought for information and in case the sought for information is not available then file an affidavit that the information is not available in their office and in case the respondent would not come personally present on the next date of hearing then a Show Cause Notice will be issued to the Respondent.  A copy of the order of the Commission be sent to the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana for strict compliance of the order.
		Now to come up on 28.8.2017 for further hearing.
		Copy of the order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. 

						   		  (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  	    State Information Commissioner, Punjab




		STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 
Fax No. 0172-2864110, 2864125, Phone 0172-2864119
visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Shri Bhagwan Singh s/o Shri Ikbal Singh,
Radha Soami Colony,
Gali No.7, Fazilka
				 						Appellant

							Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o  Fazilka Co-operative Bank Ltd.,
Fazilka

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Assistant General Manager,
Fazilka Cooperative Bank Ltd.,
Ferozepur.

									     ...Respondent	
Appeal Case No. 587 of 2017

Present:-	None present on behalf of the parties.

		The Appellant is absent.  He had never come present before the Commission on any date of hearing neither he sent any intimation to the Commission that he is unable to come to the Commission on the dates of hearing.  The Appellant is directed to come present on the next date of hearing otherwise his case will be closed.
		The Respondent PIO of the Fazilka Cooperative Bank Ltd., Fazilka has never come present whereas on 9.5.2017, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the PIO that why he had not provided thesought for information within the stipulated period so why he may not be penalized under the provisions of RTI Act but inspite of Show Cause Notice issued to the Respondent PIO, he has not come present.  A direction is issued to the Respondent/PIO to come present before the Commission on the next date of hearing and file reply to the Show Cause Notice issued to him and an opportunity of personal hearing will be provided to him on the next date of hearing.
		A copy of the order of the Commission be sent to the Managing Director Cooperative Bank, Punjab for strict compliance of the Commission order and to ensure the personal presence of the PIO of Fazilka Cooperative Bank Limited, Fazilka.
		Now to come up on 28.8.2017 for further hearing.
		Copy of the order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. 

						   		  (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  	    State Information Commissioner, Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 
Fax No. 0172-2864110, 2864125, Phone 0172-2864119
visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com


Shri P.D. Bansal,
President Lok Sewa Club, Shop No.57,
Sant Market, G.T. Road,
Khanna, District Luhaiana		.	 																		Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Adesh Institute of Medical Sciences & Research,
Bhatinda																							...Respondent	

Complaint Case No. 113 of 2017
Present:-	None for the  Complainant.
		Shri Sukhdeep Singh Brar, Advocate on behalf of Respondent/PIO.

		Shri P.D. Bansal, Complainant is absent without any intimation to the Commission.  He was also absent on 29.5.2017 and 27.6.2017.  Shri Sukhdeep Singh Brar, Advocate is present on behalf of PIO O/o Adesh Institute of Medical Sciences & Research, Bhatinda.  Shri Sukhdeep Singh Brar stated that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant through registered post on 17.05.2017 and submitted a copy of the letter bearing No.1255 dated 17.05.2017 vide which the sought for information has been sent to the Complainant, which is taken on the record of the Commission.  Sh. P.D. Bansal, Complainant had come present before the Commission on 9.5.2017 and after that on 29.5.2017, 27.6.2017 and today on 25.7.2017, he has not come present before the Commission.  When he come present before the Commission on 9.5.2017 after that on 17.5.2017, the Respondent has sent him sought for information through registered post.  It seems that the complainant might have received the sought for information that is why he is not coming present before the Commission but in the interest of justice last and final opportunity is given to the Complainant to come present on the next date of hearing to know whether he is satisfied with the information sent to him or not.  In case he would not come present then it will be presumed that he had received the sought for information and he is satisfied and his complaint case will be closed. 
		Now to come up on 17.8.2017 for further hearing. 
		Copy of the order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. 

						   	 (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  State Information Commissioner, Punjab



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 
Fax No. 0172-2864110, 2864125, Phone 0172-2864119
visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com


Shri Manish Goyal s/o Shri Jeewan Goyal,
R/o House No.51, Markal Colony,
Patiala											Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,
O/o Nagar Nigam, Patiala																																		...Respondent	

Complaint Case No. 121 of 2017

Present:-	Shri Manish Goyal, Complainant.
		Shri  Naresh Kumar, APIO & Sh. Tarun Kumar, Building Inspector 
		on behalf of Respondent/PIO.

O R D E R	

		Shri  Naresh Kumar, APIO & Sh. Tarun Kumar, Building Inspector are present on behalf of Respondent/PIO and have submitted an affidavit of Shri Naresh Kumar, Assistant Town Planner-cum-APIO, Municipal Corporation, Patiala duly signed and attested by Notary Public along with a copy of letter dated 13.1.2017 and copy of notice under Section 269(1) dated 18.6.2014 and copy of notice under Section 270 (1) dated 18.6.2014 and copy of Show Cause notice dated 18.7.2014 and the documents are taken on the file of the Commission.  I have gone through the RTI application filed by Shri Manish Goyal vide which he sought action taken report on his application dated 26.10.2016 which was diarized at No.3252 in the office of Municipal Corporation, Patiala with regard to illegal construction on property No.119/2.
		The Respondents have submitted a copy of notice under Section 269(1) and 270(1) and a copy of Show Cause Notice dated 18.7.2017 issued regarding the illegal construction on the property No.119/2.  They have further stated that except the issue of these Notices on the complaint of Sh. Manish Goyal  that were the only notices issued under Section 269(1) and 270(1) and show cause notice dated 18.7.2014 and the attested copies of all these documents have been provided to the Complainant today by the Respondent before the Commission and no further action was taken by the Respondent Nagar Nigam, Patiala.
		
					-2-			Complaint Case No.121 of 2017

		The Respondents have resolved the matter connecting with the RTI application filed by the complainant, they have provided the action taken by the Nagar Nigam Patiala regarding property No.119/2, So, under the circumstances of the case, the present complain case is disposed of and closed.
		
		Copy of the order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. Announced.


						   		  (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  	    	State Information Commissioner, Punjab















	    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 
Fax No. 0172-2864110, 2864125, Phone 0172-2864119
visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Shri Kamalpreet Singh,
1625, Phase 1, Urban Estate, Dugri
Ludhiana-141013		 						Appellant
						    Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o  Director Agriculture, Punjab, Mohali

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director Agriculture, Punjab, Kheti Bhawan, Mohali

									     ...Respondent	
Appeal Case No. 472 of 2017

Present:-	Shri Kamalpreet Singh, Appellant present.
		Shri R.K. Raheja, OSD (Planning) present on behalf of the Respondent/PIO

O R D E R	
		Shri  R.K. Raheja, OSD (Planning) who is present on behalf of the Respondent/PIO has submitted a copy of letter dated 24.7.2017 bearing No.527 written by APIO to the Commission which is taken on the file of the Commission in which he has stated that the Vigilance Inquiry is pending before the Assistant Inspector General of Police, Flying Squad-1, Vigilance Bureau Chandigarh.  It is stated that as the Inquiry is pending before the Vigilance Bureau, So, the information cannot be provided under Section 8(H) of the RTI Act.  I have heard both the parties, the appellant Shri Kamalpreet Singh stated that the Vigilance Inquiry was initiated on his complaint which is still pending before the AIG Vigilance Bureau.  and as stated by Mr. RK. Raheja the said inquiry is still pending and yet have not been completed. Shri R.K. Raheja, OSD (Planning) who has come present before the Commission on behalf of the Respondent has stated that the Respondent is submitting the concerned relevant record to the Vigilance Bureau which was demanded by the Vigilance Bureau, so, they are unable to provide the sought for information till the completion of the inquiry to be conducted by the Vigilance Bureau, so, as the inquiry is pending before the Vigilance Bureau, the present appeal case is disposed of with this condition that whenever the inquiry will be completed by the Vigilance Bureau, the Respondent will be bound to provide the sought for information to the appellant within 15 days from the completion of inquiry and the Respondent will send the sought for information through registered post at the given address of the appellant in the RTI application and in compliance a copy of the sought for information be sent to the Commission that they have complied with the order of the Commission and have provided the sought for information to the appellant after the completion of the Inquiry.  So, this appeal case is disposed of. 
		Copy of the order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. Announced.

						   		  (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  	    State Information Commissioner, Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 
Fax No. 0172-2864110, 2864125, Phone 0172-2864119
visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com


Shri Dayal Singh Retd s/o Shri Sohan Singh,
Village Kala Nngal, Post Office Bhullar, Tehsil Batala,
District Gurdaspur			.	 																		Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,
Gurdaspur.										...Respondent	

Complaint Case No. 454 of 2017
Present:-	None for the  Complainant.
		Shri Dilbag Singh, Sr.Asstt. O/o BDPO, Dhariwal present on behalf of Respondent/PIO.

O R D E R
		Shri Dilbag Singh, Sr.Asstt. O/o BDPO, Dhariwal is present on behalf of Respondent/PIO.

		I have gone through the order dated 5.7.2017 and on that date Shri Dilbag Singh, presented a letter 27.617  bearing No.1438 written by BDPO, Dhariwal to the Complainant Shri Dayal Singh which was taken on the file of the Commission vide which both the points raised in the RTI application had been replied by the BDPO, Dhariwal.. The Complainant was absent  on 5.7.2017 and a direction was issued to the complainant and last and final opportunity was granted that in case he is not satisfied with the reply given by the Respondent then he should come personally present on the next date of hearing i.e. 25.7.2017 otherwise his case will be closed.
		Now today on 25.07.2017, Shri Dilbag Singh, Senior Assistant has again come present but the Complainant Sh. Dayal Singh has not come present inspite of the direction issued by the Commission.  So, under the circumstances of the case, the present complaint case is closed.. 
		Copy of the order be sent to the parties. . Announced.

						   		  (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  	    	State Information Commissioner, Punjab




STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Bhawan, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh. 
Fax No. 0172-2864110, 2864125, Phone 0172-2864119
visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com


Shri Harinder Pal,
House No. 182, Tarkhanawala Mohalla,
Sunam, District Sangrur
		.	 																			Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o C-DAC Industrial Are, Phase VIII,
Sector 68, Mohali
																						...Respondent	

Complaint Case No. 189 of 2017

Present:-	None for the  parties.

		The Complainant Shri Harinder Pal is absent.  He had come present on 02.05.2017 and after that on 22.5.2017, 20.06.2017 and 25.07.2017 he had not come present before the Commission without any intimation to the Commission.  On 02.05.2017, Shri D.S. Jolly, Sr. Administrative Officer, O/o C-DAC, Industrial Area, Phase VIII, Mohali had come present and they have replied para No.1 and 2 of the RTI application and the complainant was satisfied and so far as para No. 3,4 & 5 of the RTI application are concerned, the RTI application was transferred  under Section 6(3) to the DPI (SE) and the PIO of DPI (SE) has to provide the sought for information regarding para No. 3, 4 & 5 of the application.  So, a notice be issued to the PIO of the office of DPI (SE) to come personally present alongwith the sought for information in regard to para No. 3, 4 & 5 of the RTI application of the Complainant on the next date of hearing.  The Complainant is directed to come present on the next date of hearing otherwise his case will be heard and decided.
				
		Now to come up on 28.8.2017 for further hearing. 
		Copy of the order be sent to the parties for strict compliance
. 
						   		  (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  	    	State Information Commissioner, Punjab
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 Shri  Harinder Pal Singh, House No. 182,
Tarkhana Wala Mohalla, Sunam, District Sangrur. 								         									  …	Appellant 
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o DPI(S), Punjab, Mohali. 

First Appellate Authority,
o/o DPI(S), Punjab, Mohali	    																			…....Respondent
Appeal Case No. 609 of 2017

Present:-	None for the parties
	
		
		
		The Appellant Shri Harinder Pal Singh, has not come present without any intimation.  None on behalf of the Respondents from the O/o DPI(S), Punjab Mohali has come present.  A Show Cause Notice was issued to the PIO on 22.5.2017.  The Respondent PIO is directed to come present on the next hade of hearing alongwith the sought for information and file reply to the Show Cause Notice issued to him that why he had not provided the sought for information to the Appellant within the stipulated period and why he may not be penalized under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 and an opportunity of personal hearing will be provided to him on the next date of hearing.  A copy of the order of the Commission be sent to the Principal Secretary (Education) for compliance of the order of the Commission.
		. Now to come up on 28.08.2017 for further hearing.
	Copy of the order be sent to the parties for compliance.


						   		 	 (A.S. Kaler)
Dated: 25.07.2017.			  	    	State Information Commissioner



		


		STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh s/o Sh. Amar Singh,
R/o Village Isapur Landa, Tehsil Dhuri,
District Sangrur 
			.	 						Appellant
						Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o BDPO, Sherpur

First Appellate Authority,
O/o DDPO, Sangrur								...Respondent	

Appeal Case No. 641 of 2017

Present:-	Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Appellant
		Shri Baljit Singh, Panchayat Secretary present on behalf of Respondent/PIO.

		The Appellant Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, R/o Village Isapur Landa, Tehsil Dhuri,
District Sangrur made a written submission duly signed in which he has stated that he has received the sought for information and that he is fully satisfied  and his appeal case may be closed.  The written submission is taken on the file of Commission.  As per the written submission of the Appellant, the case is closed.	 
		Copy of the order be sent to the partie. 

						   		  (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 25.7.2017.			  	    State Information Commissioner, Punjab
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