STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh Chadha,

30, Banda Bahadur Nagar, 
Jalandhar.







 … Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,
(LG-2 Branch),Mini Secretariat, Punjab,
Sector 9, Chandigarh.





 
  …Respondent

CC- 951/13

Order
Present:
Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh Chadha , Complainant,  in person.

Shri Ram Jatan, Senior Assistant, LG-2 Branch, on behalf of the Respondent. 


The case was last heard on 16.07.2013,  when none was present on behalf of the Respondent. The Complainant stated that no information  had been provided to him so far. Accordingly, one  more opportunity was afforded to the Respondent-PIO to provide requisite information to the Complainant free of cost within one month. 

2.

The Respondent states that since the  information asked for by the Complainant relates to Improvement Trust Jalandhar , the  RTI application of the Complainant was transferred to Improvement Trust Jalandhar vide letter No. 25810/1, dated  01.03.201 and a report was called for but no response has been received from the Improvement Trust.  The Respondent assures that a reminder will be sent to the Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.
3.

Accordingly, PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government and Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar  are directed to be present on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record  and the requisite information. They will also explain the reason for the delay in the supply of information to the Complainant. 


Adjourned to 25.03.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  27.01.2014




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh Chadha,

30, Banda Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar.







 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Govt. Pb.

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.





 
  …Respondent

CC- 952/13

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh Chadha,  in person.



None for the respondent.



The case was last heard on 16.07.2013,  when none was present for the Respondent. Accordingly, one more opportunity was granted to the Respondent-PIO to provide the requisite information to the Complainant within one month under intimation to the Commission.  

2.

The Complainant states that he has received the response from the Respondent and he is satisfied. He submits that the case may be closed. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  27.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagdish Rai Yash Pal

Modern Sanitary Store,

Chamber Road, Moga-142001.





 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab,

Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh. 






 

  …Respondent

CC- 1514/13

Order

Present:
Shri Jagdish Rai, Complainant, in person. 


None for the Respondent. 



In this case response to the RTI application of the Complainant was furnished to the Complainant by the Respondent vide letter dated 14.05.2013. on 30.05.2013, when none was present for the parties, the Complainant was asked to intimate the Commission whether the response dated 14.05.2013 was to his satisfaction but no reply has been received from the Complainant. The case was last heard on 17.07.2013 , when none was present for the parties. In the interest of the justice, one more opportunity was afforded to the Respondent-PIO to provide the requisite information to the Complainant under intimation to the Commission. 
2.

Today, the Complainant is again asked whether he is satisfied with the response dated 14.05.2013 received from the Respondent. The Complainant replies that the information provided to him vide letter dated 14.05.2013 is vague. 

3.

 In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a 

complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have 

no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As 
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such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be 
 given by the Commission.

4.

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

5.

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

6.

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









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  27.01.2014




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sujan Singh

No. 297-A, Adarsh Nagar,

Naya Gaon,Tehsil : Kharar,

District:  Mohali.







…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1838 of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Ajit Singh, Senior Assistant, L.G.-4 Branch, on behalf of the Respondent.  



The case was last heard on 18.07.2013 when the Complainant was not present. Respondent had brought  the requisite information for supply to the Complainant. Accordingly, the Respondent was directed to send  the requisite information to the Complainant by registered post and present a copy of the relevant postal receipt on the next date of hearing i.e. today. 
2.

Today, the Respondent states that the requisite information has been provided  to the Complainant. Since, the Complainant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received, it shows that the Complainant  has received the information and is satisfied. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is ordered to closed and disposed of.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  27.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurlal Singh

S/o Sh. Swaran Singh,

Village Mastgarh,District:  Tarn Taran.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o ADGP (PAP)-cum-Sports Officer,

P.A.P., Jalandhar.







…Respondent

CC 1571/13

Order
Present:
None for the Complainant.
Shri  Joginder Singh, DSP and Shri Malwinder Singh, Head Constable, on behalf of the Respondent. 
The case was last heard on 06.08.2013, when Shri Joginder Singh, DSP and Shri Jaspal Singh, ASI, appearing on behalf of the Respondent stated that the requisite information had been provided to the Complainant vide their letter No. 18893, dated 28.07.2013. The Complainant stated that the sports qualifications, performance marks and interview marks in respect of the candidates had not been provided to him.  Accordingly, the Respondent was directed to provide remaining information, free of cost, by registered post.
2.

The Respondent states that the remaining information has been supplied to the Complainant by post vide letter No. 22780/CBPC, dated 13.09.2013. He submits photo-copies of the provided information, which are taken on record. 

3.

Since the Complainant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received, it shows that the Complainant has received the information and is satisfied. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27.01.2014




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Suraj Bhan Taneja,

c/o Sh. Kundan Lal,

Near Ranjan Clinic,Batta Colony,

Fatehabad (Haryana).
 


        


     …Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director, Technical Education
& Industrial  Training, Punjab,

Sector 36-A, Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Technical Education

& Industrial  Training, Punjab,

Sector 36-A, Chandigarh. 




    
  …Respondents

AC- 989/12

Order

Present:
 Sh. K.K. Sharma, Counsel for the Appellant. 
Shri Amrik Singh, Assistant Director-cum-APIO and Shri Rachhpal Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondents.


The case was last heard on  16.07.2013, when Sh. K.K. Sharma, appearing on behalf of the appellant, submitted that he had communicated the shortcomings in the information to the respondent which had not been removed so far.   Sh. Rashpal Singh, present on behalf of the respondent, however, submitted that complete information according to their records had since been provided.   He further submitted that the objections of the applicant-appellant were not specific and as such, they had not been able to remove the same.  Accordingly, appellant was advised to clearly point out the deficiencies  in the information provided in black and white and the respondent was directed to remove the same within a fortnight of receipt thereof.  It was made clear that in case  any part of the information was not available on records, the respondent-PIO would  file a duly sworn affidavit to this effect.

2.

The Respondent states that the complete information has been 
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provided to the Appellant and an affidavit to this effect has also been submitted. A perusal of the provided information reveals that the complete and correct information has been provided to the Appellant though some information has been asked for repeatedly by the Appellant. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  27.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kaplesh Sharma,

Kothi No. 687, Ward No. 19,

Gali No. 3-A,Rulia Ram Colony,

Gurdaspur-143521  






 … Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Engineer 

PWD, Irrigation Branch, Punjab,

Head Office, Sector 18, 

Chandigarh-160018.




 
  …Respondent

CC- 1737/13

Order

Present:
Sh. Kaplesh Sharma , Complainant, in person.

Shri Amar Nath, Superintendent and Shri  Gian Chand, Senior Assistant, Madhopur Division, Gurdaspur, on behalf of the Respondent. 


The case was last heard on  23.10.2013, when Shri  Kaplesh Sharma, the applicant-complainant stated that the  information on points  no. 2, 3 and 4 of his RTI application had still not been provided by the respondent. The Respondent requested for some more time, which was granted as last opportunity.  It was recorded that failure on the part of the respondent-PIO to provide the pending information before the next date of hearing could attract invocation of penal provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2.

The Complainant   states that the information on point No. 1 has been received by him. Regarding information on point No. 2 in respect of DCRG and revised DCRG, the Respondent states that the requisite information has been provided to the Complainant. 

3.

Regarding payment of G.P.F., the Complainant states that he retired on 30.06.2012 but payment of G.P.F. has been made on 31.07.2013 alongwith interest upto 31.05.2012. He requests that  a copy of the instructions regarding payment of G.P.F. may be supplied to him and given in writing that the payment of G.P.F. has been made to him alongwith interest upto 31.05.2012 as he has to claim the remaining interest through court, since a Civil Writ Petition has been filed in the Court for claiming interest. 
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4.

Accordingly, the Respondent is directed to inform the Complainant in writing specifically as to upto which date the payment of G.P.F. alongwith interest has been made to the Complainant.
5.

Adjourned to 25.03.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  27.01.2014




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Mohinder Pal Kaur,

No. 102, Sector 125,

Gulmohar Complex, Mohali.





…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab State Small Industries & Export Corpn. Ltd.

18, Himalaya Marg, Udyog Bhawan, 
Sector 17-A, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Punjab State Small Industries & Export Corpn. Ltd.

18, Himalaya Marg, Udyog Bhawan, 
Sector
17-A,Chandigarh.




      …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2530 of 2013

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  Counsel for the Appellant.
Shri Amrik Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent and Shri Vijay Kumar Gupta, Dealing Assistant, on behalf of the Respondents. 



Vide RTI application dated 04.09.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Mrs.  Mohinder Pal Kaur sought photocopies of all the pages in respect of plot No. D-140, Phase 7, Industrial Area, Mohali, since the  allotment of the plot till date of application i.e. 04.09.2013.
2.

Failing to get complete information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Mrs.  Mohinder Pal Kaur filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority  i.e. respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 10.10.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently, approached the Commission in Second Appeal, received in its office on 20.11.2013 and notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.
Respondent No. 1, vide letter no. PSIEC/APIO/RTI/13/8788 dated 15.10.2013 provided the requisite information to the applicant-appellant.  This was contested by the applicant vide her letter dated 23.10.2013 whereafter, respondent no. 1 once again provided the information vide  its letter no. 9783 dated 15.11.2013 which was 
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again termed to be deficient by the applicant vide her letter dated 20.11.2013. 
4.

Failing to get complete information, Mrs. Mohinder Kaur filed second appeal before the Commission vide her letter dated 20.11.2013, which was received in the Commission on the same date. 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 16.01.2014. Due to certain administrative reasons, hearing could not be held on 16.01.2014 and it was  adjourned for today.
5.

Shri Amrik Singh, APIO hands over a copy of a letter providing information to the Counsel for the Appellant, who submits that the information is incomplete and not in continuous order. The Respondent submits original file for inspection by the Appellant. After the inspection of the original file, Counsel for the Appellant states that some papers available with  them relating to the said plot are not available in the  so called original file. 

6.

Accordingly, Shri J.S. Randhawa, General Manager, PR-cum-PIO is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith all the record pertaining to Plot No. D-140, Phase 7, Industrial Area, Mohali, with an affidavit that they have no other papers 
in respect of this plot, expect the one they have brought in the Court.   It is also directed that a duly attested copy of the file ,brought today , be provided to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 
7.

A copy is forwarded to the Managing Director, PSIEC, 18, Himalaya Marg, Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh,  to look into the matter personally as prima-facie it appears to be a case of fraud.
8.

Adjourned to 26.02.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  27.01.2014




State Information Commissioner

CC:
Managing Director, PSIEC, 18, Himalaya Marg, Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri HS Hundal, Advocate,

No. 3402, Sector 71,

Mohali.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Dairy Development Board,

SCO 1106-07, Sector 22-B, 

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Punjab Dairy Development Board,

SCO 1106-07, Sector 22-B, 

Chandigarh.






      …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2539 of 2013

Order

Present:
Shri H.S.Hundal, Appellant,  in person
Shri Amrit Varsha, Superintendent and Shri Jaswinder Singh, Junior Assistant.


Vide RTI application dated 23.09.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. H.S.Hundal sought various information, on 16 counts, pertaining to the employees, works and expenditure incurred by the office of Punjab Dairy Development Board, Chandigarh.
2.

Failing to get complete information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Hundal filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority i.e.  respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 08.10.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. Again on getting no response, Shri Hundal  approached the Commission in Second Appeal, received in its office on 20.11.2013 and notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 16.01.2014.  Due to certain administrative reasons, hearing could not be held on 16.01.2014 and it was  adjourned for today.
3.

The Respondent states that the Appellant was asked vide letter No. PDDB/13/8739, dated 17.10.2013 to deposit Rs. 1,38,000/- as the charges for 
Contd…….p/2

AC No. 2539 of 2013


-2-
69,000 pages containing requisite information @ Rs. 2 per page which was sent by ordinary post. The Appellant states that he has not received the said letter. He  questions as to why the said letter has been sent by ordinary post whereas earlier a letter asking him to write his name in the postal order was sent to him by registered post. 
4.

In the above noted circumstances, it appears that the Department is not serious to provide the requisite information to the Appellant. Therefore, the Respondent is directed to provide the complete information to the Appellant free of cost within 30 days otherwise punitive action will be initiated under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005 against the PIO. 
5.

Adjourned to 25.03.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  27.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Phase I,Urban Estate, 
Focal Point, Ludhiana-141001.
 



          …Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (EE), Ludhiana.
                  

  ..…Respondent

CC No.  06/13

Order
Present:
Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, Complainant,  in person.

Smt. Karamjit Kaur, Deputy D.E.O.(EE), Ludhiana, on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the instant case, vide RTI application dated 03.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura had sought the following information regarding affiliations, under the RTI Act, 2005: -


1.
Copy of diary register where each case was diarised;


2.
Noting of file in each case;


3.
Copy of inspection report in each case;


4.
Copy of order granting affiliation in each case; 

5.
Copy of log book of official vehicle of the DEO (EE) for the entire period.

 2.

On 19.03.2013, Smt.Karamjit Kaur,Deputy D.E.O.  appearing on behalf of the respondent, handed over  some information to Sh. Kaura who was advised to peruse the same and intimate the respondent as well as the Commission if he was satisfied with the same.   

3.

On 08.05.2013, Respondents submitted that the requisite information would be handed over to the complainant the next day.  Thereafter, the complainant would file his observations with the respondent, who was directed to remove any just objections of the complainant within a fortnight of receipt of the same.
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4.

The case was last heard on  16.07.2013, when Shri  Kaura stated that though 66 cases for affiliation had been diarised in the respondent office, information in respect of only  29 cases had been provided.  He lamented that there had been much delay on the part of the respondent in providing the information and as such, the respondent-PIO be penalized and he be suitably compensated. He further requested that the information in respect of remaining 37 cases  be provided to him. 
Sh. Surinder Mohan, present on behalf of the respondent, submitted that information as available on records had since been provided to the applicant-complainant.   He further stated that now with the introduction of the Right to Education Act, No Objection Certificate was being issued to the schools and with this, the affiliations already granted had been rendered invalid. Mrs. Karamjit Kaur, Dy. District Education Officer (EE) Ludhiana was provided one last opportunity to act and to present before the Commission the entire relevant record pertaining to 66 cases stated to have been diarised for affiliation and provide any remainder information to the applicant-complainant forthwith, without necessitating any further adjournment on this count.   
It was made clear that failure on her part to act accordingly might result in invocation of the punitive and stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 against her.

5.

The Respondent states that Shri Surinder Mohan, Junior Assistant, who is the concerned official, has given an undertaking that no other information is available on record. 
6.

In the above narrated circumstances, Shri Ranjit Singh, District Education Officer(EE), Ludhiana is directed to hold an inquiry to fix the responsibility for mis-placement of official record relating to  37 cases, which were duly diarized in the office and a report of inquiry be furnished to the Commission within 30 days. 

7.

Adjourned to 18.03.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  27.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.


        


   
  …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Officer,

Provincial Sub-Division,

PWD (B&R), Ropar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division,

PWD (B&R),  Ropar.




    
  …Respondents

AC- 956/12

Order
Present:
None for the appellant.

Sh. Subhash Kumar, Junior Assistant , office of XEN Construction Division, PWD(B&R), Ropar, on behalf of the Respondent.


The case was last heard on 16.07.2013, when none was present for the Appellant. The Respondent-PIO was directed to provide the requisite information as per RTI application dated 03.10.2012(Maximum 50 works, 100 pages) within a month’s time. 
2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information as per the orders of the Commission on the last date of hearing i.e. 16.07.2013, has been supplied to the Appellant  and the same  has been duly received by him on 23.07.2013.  He submits one copy of the forwarding letter vide which the information has been supplied to the Appellant and duly received by him, which is taken on record. 
3.

Since the information has been provided to the Appellant and duly received by him on 23.07.2013,  the case is ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  27.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.


        


   
  …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Officer,

Construction Sub-Division No. 2,

PWD (B&R), Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division,

PWD (B&R), Patiala.




    
  …Respondents
AC- 957/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

Smt.  Parneet Tiwana, S.D.E., Construction Sub-Division No. 2, PWD(B&R), Patiala, on behalf of the Respondent.



The case was last heard on 16.07.2013, when none was present for parties.  It was directed that the  Respondent-PIO shall endeavour to provide point-wise specific information as per RTI application dated 20.12.2012 within one month by registered post under intimation to the Commission; and to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing.  
2.

As per the orders of the Commission on the last date of hearing, Smt. Parneet Tiwana, S.D.E. is present today. She states that the requisite information has been provided to the Appellant. She  submits one copy of the provided information, which is taken on record. Appellant and duly received by him, which is taken on record. 

3.

Since the Appellant is not present and no intimation regarding non-supply of the said information has been received from him, it shows that he has received the requisition information and is satisfied.

4.

Accordingly,   the case is ordered to be closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  27.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

No. 60-35-P/330, Street No. 8, 
Maha Singh Nagar, Daba Lohara Road,

P.O. Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana-141014.


            
 …Appellant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.
 


                               
       ..…Respondents

AC - 1809/12

Order
Present:
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, Appellant in person.


None for the Respondents.



The case was last heard on 07.11.2013 when it was observed that no clear intimation regarding designated PIO during the relevant period, responsible for providing the information sought for  by the applicant-appellant has been received from the Respondents. Accordingly, a copy of the order was sent to the Commission, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to direct the designated PIO concerned to once gain provide the point-wise complete information free of cost by registered post to the Appellant and further direct him to appear before the Commission personally on the next date of hearing i.e. today with one set of provided information for perusal and record. It was  also made clear that any further delay in complying with the directions of the Commission in letter and spirit would  attract the invocation of punitive provisions of the  RTI Act, 2005,  against the erring officers, without affording any further opportunity. 
2.

Despite the issuance of above noted directions to the PIO, with a copy to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana, to provide the point-wise complete information, free of cost, to the Appellant no information has been provided 
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to the Appellant so far since RTI application for seeking information was submitted by the Appellant on 01.10.2012 and more surprisingly none is present on behalf of the Respondents today.  It appears that the  Respondents are not at all serious to provide requisite information to the Appellant. The Commission takes a serious note of this lapse on the part of the Respondents. 
3.

Therefore, a copy of this order is sent to Shri Rahul Tiwari, IAS,  Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to intimate the particulars of the concerned PIO,  who was responsible to provide requisite information to the Appellant, at the time when RTI application was submitted for seeking information so that necessary punitive action could be initiated against him under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The concerned PIO be directed to provide the requisite information to the Appellant without any further delay. 
4.

Adjourned to 19.02.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  27.01.2014




State Information Commissioner

CC:

Shri Rahul Tiwari, 

Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

(Registered)
Ludhiana


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ajay Sharma,

Flat No. 2129, Pepsu Society,

Sector: 50-C, Chandigarh.




            
 …Appellant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab,
(L.G-3 Branch), Mini Secretariat, 

Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab,

(L.G-3 Branch), Mini Secretariat, 

Sector:9, Chandigarh.

3.
The Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Banur,

District: Patiala. 


                               
       ..…Respondents

AC - 893/13
Order
Present:
Shri Ajay Sharma, Appellant,  in person.

Shri Chhote Lal, Superintendent and Shri Jagdip Kapil, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the  Respondents.



The case was last heard on 05.12.2013, when the Appellant stated that complete information had not been supplied to him till then  since 22.12.2012, the date of submission of RTI application.  Accordingly, Shri Chhote Lal, Superintendent-cum-PIO, office of Principal Secretary Local Government was issued a show-cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed upon him for not providing complete  information to the Appellant till date. Besides, a compensation of Rs. 3000/-(Rupees three  thousand only) was awarded to Shri Ajay Sharma, Appellant, for the detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information in the instant case. The PIO was also directed to remove the deficiencies in the information provided to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 
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2.

Accordingly, Shri Chhote Lal, Superintendent-cum-PIO makes written submission through an affidavit in response to show-cause notice issued to him on the last date of hearing, which is taken on record. As regards, payment of compensation to the Appellant, he submits that he has brought the amount of compensation for handing over to the Appellant.  He is directed to make payment of compensation through a Bank Draft in the name of the Appellant. 
3.

Shri Chhote Lal, brings to the notice of the Commission that the information available in their office has been provided to the Appellant. Some other information is available with Shri Ashok Kumar Patharia, Executive  Officer, Municipal Council, Banur, District: Patiala. 
4.

Accordingly, Shri Ashok Kumar Patharia, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Banur, District: Patiala is directed to be present in person on  the next date of hearing alongwith complete record to provide the remaining information to the Appellant. 

5.

Adjourned to 25.02.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  27.01.2014




State Information Commissioner




















(Registered)
CC:
Shri Ashok Kumar Patharia, Executive Officer,    

Municipal Council, Banur, District: Patiala


