   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surinder Mahajan,

Lane No. 2, Rampura, Near SDM Court,

Pathankot, District: Gurdaspur.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

CC - 3223/2011

Present:
Shri Surinder Mahajan, Complainant, in person.


Shri  K. K. Bedi, ETO, Gurdaspur, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 13.12.2011, PIO-cum-AETC, Gurdaspur was directed to supply requisite information free of cost to the Complainant within a period of 10 days by registered post as provided under the provisions of Section 7(6) of RTI Act, 2005 with a copy of the provided information to the Commission for its record      

2.

Both  the parties have been heard. Complete and correct information has been supplied to the Complainant in compliance with the above order. However, the Complainant presses for the return of postal order of Rs. 100/- which he had sent to the PIO for the purpose of additional fee of Rs. 36/- as was sought by the PIO vide letter dated 23.06.2011 because of the directions of 
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this Court for providing the information to him free of cost.   However, Shri K. K. Bedi, ETO, appearing on behalf of the PIO states that no postal order as claimed by the Complainant has ever been received in their office.  In these circumstances,  request of the Complainant for the return of postal order cannot be acceded to. 
3.

The PIO-cum-AETC, Gurdaspur is however advised to adhere to the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 for providing information to the information seeker in future. In future, no laxity for providing delayed information shall be allowed. 
                                                      
4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilance Citizen Forum,

# 3344, Chet Singh Nagar, 

Ludhiana – 141003.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent
AC -1134/2011

Present:
Shri  Kuldeep Singh Khaira, Appellant,  in person.


Shri Dharam Singh, S.E., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 13.12.2012, directions were given to Shri Dharam Singh, PIO-cum-SE, B&R Branch, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to provide remaining information to the Appellant which has yet not been provided because of missing of concerned file relating to construction of Zone-D Building of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  He was also directed to bring a copy of FIR lodged with the police with regard to missing file if that has still not traced out. 
2.

Today, Shri Dharam Singh, S.E. submits an affidavit dated 
Contd…..p/2

AC -1134/2011



-2-
06.02.2012  duly attested by Executive Magistrate wherein it has been mentioned that information running into 296 pages   and in 342 pages has been supplied to the Appellant twice.  He has enclosed a copy of letter dated 03.02.2012 alongwith his affidavit wherein he has written to the SHO, Sarabha Nagar Police Station, Ludhiana  for registration of an FIR as the missing file was not traceable. He, however, has not enclosed a copy of FIR so registered despite issuance of directions on the last date of hearing. Accordingly, PIO-cum-S.E. is directed to bring a copy of FIR registered in connection with the missing file on the next date of hearing. 
3.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 02.05.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Mahajan,

Lane No.2, Rampura, 

Near SDM  Court, Pathankot,

District: Gurdaspur. 







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, 








 
Technical Education and Industrial Training,
Punjab, Sector: 36, Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC - 3701/2011

Present:
Shri Surinder Mahajan, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Amrik Singh, Assistant Director-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 02.02.2012, directions were issued to the PIO-cum-Deputy Director, office of Director Technical Education and Industrial Training Punjab, Chandigarh to supply complete and correct information to the Complainant as he was not satisfied with the earlier supplied information vide letter dsated 24.01.2012. 
2.

Shri Amrik Singh, Assistant Direction-cum-APIO submits a letter dated 06.02.2012 vide which information supplied to the Complainant earlier on all the 3 points has again  been supplied by clarifying it further.
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3.

Since the information stands provided to the satisfaction of the Complainant,  the case is disposed of.
4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pargat Singh,

S/o Shri Harnek Singh,

Village: Bhedpuri, P.O.: Kulara,

Tehsil: Samana, District: Patiala.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Food and Supplies Controller,  Patiala.


 Respondent

CC - 3271/2011

Present:
Shri Pargat Singh, Complainant, in person.

Dr. Anjuman Bhaskar, DFSC, Patiala and Shri Vivek Singla, Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 20.12.2011, when the directions were given to the PIO-cum-DFSC, Patiala to supply the remaining information to the Complaint as he was not satisfied with the earlier supplied information vide letter dated 27.05.2011. 

2.

Dr. Mrs. Anjuman Bhaskar, DFSC, Patiala states that the remaining information containing a CD and 2 papers was sent to the Complainant through Assistant Food & Supplies Controller, Samana but he refused to accept the letter dated 13.01.2012. However, she hands over one more  copy of the information to the Complainant in the Court today.

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner                 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pargat Singh,

S/o Shri Harnek Singh,

Village: Bhedpuri, P.O.: Kulara,

Tehsil: Samana, District: Patiala.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Food and Supplies Controller,  Patiala.


 Respondent

CC - 3767/2011

Present:
Shri Pargat Singh, Complainant, in person.

Dr. Anjuman Bhaskar, DFSC, Patiala and Shri Vivek Singla, Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Pargat Singh vide RTI application dated 08.10. 2011 sought certain information relating to Ration Depot in Village Chupki allotted to Shri Kuldip Singh. Failing to get any information within stipulated period, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide  application dated 20.12.2011 and accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both  the parties for today.
2,

Dr. Mrs. Anjuman Bhaskar, DFSC, Patiala submits a letter dated nil signed by the Complainant wherein  he has acknowledged the receipt of  the requisite information and has shown his satisfaction to the supplied information.  
3.

Since the information stands provided to the satisfaction of the Complainant,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner
                  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Brij Lal,

S/o Shri Girdhari Lal,

R/o Kamaspuria Mohalla,

Samana, District: Patiala.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Food and Supplies Controller, Patiala.


 Respondent

AC - 1167/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Dr. Anjuman Bhaskar, DFSC, Patiala,  Shri Vivek Singla, Inspector and Shri Hem Raj, Senior Assistant(Head Office Chandigarh),  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant was neither present on the last date of hearing i.e. 21.12.2011 nor today. Dr. Mrs. Anjuman Bhaskar, DFSC, Patiala states that the Appellant has been supplied the requisite information twice vide lettes dated 20.12.2011 and 24.01.2012. 
2.

Since nothing has been heard from the Appellant with regard to the supplied information, it shows that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. 
3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of. 
4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner               
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ritesh Garg,

# 638/1, Malerkotla House,

Opposite Old DMC,

Civil Lines,   Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Mohali. 








 Respondent

CC - 3277/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Ms. Manreet Rana, ETO, Mohali, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 20.12.2011 when Ms. Manreet Rana, ETO Mohali, appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO, assured that the complete and correct information shall be provided to the Complainant within 3 weeks. 
2.

Ms. Manreet Rana, ETO, Mohali, appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO states that the remaining information has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 48/RTI, dated 06.01.2012 in compliance with the orders of the Commission. 
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3.

Since nothing has been heard from the Complainant with regard to the supplied information, it is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

4.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh,

Premier Complex,

Village: Nichi Mangli,

P.O.: Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer-cum-
District Transport Officer, Gurdaspur.




 Respondent

CC - 3247/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 13.12.2011  through Video Conferencing,  when Shri Mandeep Thakur, Section Officer, office of DTO, Gurdaspur, appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO sought adjournment of the case as the RTI application filed by the Complainant was not traceable in their office.  Accordingly, the PIO-cum-DTO, Gurdaspur was directed to supply the requisite information duly attested by the competent authority, to the Complainant by registered post within 10 days with a copy to the Commission. 
2.

A letter dated 09.02.2012 has been received through FAX from the PIO  intimating that they are at NIC Gurdaspur by mistake to attend the proceedings through Video Conferencing.  It has been submitted that the requisite information complete in all respects has been supplied to the 
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Complainant. I have perused the supplied information and same is in order in response to RTI application dated 06.01.2011.
3.

A  telegram dated 07.02.2012 has been received from the Complainant intimating that he is unable to attend the court on 09.0-2.2012 i.e. today as he is going to Nanded Sahib. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.

4.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 02.05.2012 at 11.00 A.M.  in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.  However, he is expected to attend the proceedings without fail on that day, if he is to say any thing with regard to supplied information. 
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sushil Kumar,

S/o Shri Sandesh Kumar,

Sardar Mohalla, 
Talwandi Sabo, District: Bathinda. 




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Nagar Panchayat, 

Talwandi Sabo, District: Bathinda. 




 Respondent

CC - 3093/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri  Ravi Kumar, Accountant,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

First hearing in this case was held  22.11.2011,  when Shri Ravi Kumar, Accountant, appearing on behalf of the Respondent, informed that the information sought by the Complainant regarding execution of various civic works, is not available in their office as these works have actually been executed by Bathinda Development Authority. He sought more time to supply the said information to the Complainant after obtaining the same from the Bathinda Development Authority.  Since the Public Authority in this case is Nagar Panchayat Talwandi Sabo for whom Bathinda development Authority has executed civic works in their area and Nagar Panchayat  did not transfer the RTI application of the information seeker to Bathinda Develoopment Authority, the 
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PIO of Nagar Panchayat Talwandi Sabo was directed to supply the complete and correct information to the Complainant under his signatures within 15 days with a copy of the information so supplied to the Commission.  It was made clear that no further opportunity  will be provided to the PIO and the case was adjourned to 22.12.2011. 
2.

On 22.12.2011 none was present on behalf of the Respondent. Taking a serious view of the disobedience of the orders of the Commission shown by the PIO, he was directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today to explain reasons in writing/orally as to why provisions of Sections 20(1) and 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 20065 be not invoked for imposing penalty upon him for willfully delaying and denying the requisite information to the Complainant and awarding suitable compensation to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information in the instant case. He was also directed to explain his absence. The case was adjourned to 09.02.2012 i.e. today. 
3.

Very surprisingly, showing utter disregard to the orders of the Commission, the PIO is not present today. It is really shocking. Therefore, while affording last opportunity, the PIO is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing along with his written submission to explain his conduct otherwise action under the provisions of Sections 20(1)(2) and 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 will 
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be taken. 
4.

Shri Ravi Kumar, Accountant, appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO,  states  that the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. NPTS/2458, dated 13.12.2011.  He  submits one copy of the information, which is taken on record.  The Complainant is directed to send his observations on the supplied  information,  if any,  to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
5.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 13.03.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C,  Chandigarh.
6.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Director, Local Government, Punjab, Juneja Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh to ensure the presence of Executive Officer, Nagar Panchayat, Talwandi Sabo. 
 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner
        
CC:
Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Shamsher Singh Ghansi,

S/o Shri Amar Singh,

# 524/1, Housefed Complex,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana.






Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Patiala.



 Respondent

CC - 3539/2011

Present:
Shri Shamsher Singh,  Complainant, in person.


Ms. Manreet Rana, ETO Mohali, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 12. 01. 2012 when the Complainant informed that the information relating to points No. 1 to 4 is correct whereas the information relating to points No. 5 to 11 is vague.  Accordingly,   Mrs. Navdeep Bhinder, PIO-cum-DETC,  was directed to supply correct, complete and duly attested information to the Complainant within a period of 3 weeks with a copy of supplied information to this Court for information. However,  this order was not complied with as no information was sent to him 
2.

Today, the Respondent hands over requisite information to the Complainant vide letter No. 170,   dated 08.02.2012 in the court and the 
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Complainant acknowledges its receipt.   The Respondent submits one copy of the information to this Court, which is also taken on record.   However, it is 
pointed out with grave concern that no serious efforts were ever made by the PIO to supply the complete and correct information to the Complainant in one go, despite of the fact that Complainant himself happened to be retired Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, what to speak of time schedule as laid down in Section 7(1) of RTI Act, 2005, information sought for by the Complainant has been provided to him on 09.02.2012 in the court room itself that too on second hearing, when Complainant approached the Commission on 17.10.2011 with the prayer that no information was provided to him by the PIO with regard to his RTI application dated 22.03.2011. This casual approach on the part of PIO is impermissible. In future such kind of laxity on the part of PIOs shall be viewed seriously and shall not be allowed to go unnoticed. 
3.

Principal Secretary, Department of Excise and Taxation, Punjab/Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Punjab may therefore  issue necessary instructions to PIOs of the Department to stick to time schedule as laid down in RTI Act, 2005 while dealing with RTI applications, for providing timely information. 

4.

However,  since the information  in the instant case stands provided to the satisfaction of the Complainant,    the case is disposed of.
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5.         Copy of the order be sent to the concerned  parties. 
Sd/-

ce: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Principal Secretary, Department of Excise and Taxation  

                                  Department, Punjab Civil Secretary, Chandigarh.  

2.
Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, Patiala.
                         
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Lakha Singh Azad,

S/o Shri Mangal Singh,

V.P.O.: Rayya(Khurd),

Tehsil: Baba Bakala, District: Amritsar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Civil Surgeon, Amritsar.





 Respondent

CC - 3121/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Dr. Jagtar Singh,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

A telephonic message has been received from the Complainant intimating that he has received the correct and complete information but the same is not attested. Therefore, the PIO-cum-Civil Surgeon Amritsar is  directed to send one more copy of the information duly attested to the Complainant within a period of 2 weeks under intimation to this court. The Respondent assures that duly attested information will be sent to the Complainant. 
2.

Accordingly, the  case is disposed of.
3.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner               
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Amravati,

Wd/o Late Shri Gurdarshan Lal,

39-F, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana – 141001.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 3107/2011

Present:
Shri Ravinder Sharma on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Harpreet Singh, E.O., Improvement Trust Ludhiana, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 22.12.2011 directions were issued to the PIO-cum-EO, Improvement Trust Ludhiana to supply complete and correct information to the Complainant within a period of 15 days under his signatures but only partial information seems to have been supplied to the Complainant.  Shri Harpreet Singh, E.O. Improvement Trust Ludhiana, who is present today, seek  more time to supply the remaining information  as he has only taken over on 01.02.2012.
2.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply correct, complete  and duly attested information to the Complainant within 3 weeks failing which provisions of Section 20(1)(2) of RTI Act, 2005 shall be invoked against him for  non-supply of information to the Complainant till date. 
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3.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 02.05.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17, Chandigarh.
4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Daya Bhan Yadav, Peon,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of 

Engineering and Technology,   Ferozepur.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Technical Education

And Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector: 36, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 2776/2011

Present:
Shri Daya Bhan, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harchand Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of Principal Secretary, Technical Education and Smt. Monica Bansal, PIO-cum-Coordinator, office of Director  Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 28.12.2011 when a compensation of Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand only) was awarded to Shri Daya Bhan  under Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 for the loss and detriment suffered by him to be paid by the Public Authority within 30 days through Bank Draft.  The case was fixed for today for confirmation of the orders.

2.

A  memo. No. 184-186, dated 03.02.2012 has been received from the PIO of the office of Commissioner, Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab vide which a Bank Draft No. 246136, dated 01.02.2012 drawn on State Bank of India has been sent to the Complainant.  The Respondent 
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states  that Bank Draft for Rs. 5000/- as compensation has been sent to the Complainant as per the orders of the Commission and submits that the case may be closed. 
3.

Since the orders of the Commission have been complied with,  the case is disposed of and closed.
4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Brij Lal,

S/o Shri Girdhari Lal,

R/o Kamaspuria Mohalla,

Samana, District: Patiala.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Food and Supplies Controller, Patiala.


 Respondent

AC - 1167/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 

Dr. Anjuman Bhaskar, DFSC, Patiala,  Shri Vivek Singla, Inspector and Shri Hem Raj, Senior Assistant(Head Office Chandigarh),  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant was neither present on the last date of hearing i.e. 21.12.2011 nor today. Dr. Mrs. Anjuman Bhaskar, DFSC, Patiala states that the Appellant has been supplied the requisite information twice vide lettes dated 20.12.2011 and 24.01.2012. 

2.

Since nothing has been heard from the Appellant with regard to the supplied information, it shows that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. 
3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of. 

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner               
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sat  Pal Sharma,
# 3623, Street No. 1, Durgapuri,

Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

(Zone-D), Ludhiana.







 Respondent
First Appellate Authority,-cum-Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.





Respondent
AC - 1081/2011

Present:
Shri Jagdish Ram on behalf of the Appellant. . . 

Shri Harish Bhagat, APIO(HQ) and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, Draftsman,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

This  case has been heard on 29.1.2011 and 21.12.2011, when none was present on behalf of the Respondent PIO.  Taking a serious view of the absence of the Respondent, the PIO was directed  to be present in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today to explain reasons in writing/orally as to why provisions of Section 20(1) and 19(8)(b) be not invoked against him for willfully not supplying complete and correct information to the Appellant. He was also directed to supply complete and correct information to the Appellant within 15 days and bring one copy of the information so supplied to the Appellant on the next date of hearing. He was also directed to submit a list of Pos who remained posted since 19.10.2010, the date of submission of RTI application by the Appellant so that responsibility for delay in supplying complete and 
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correct information could be fixed.   Besides, the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was asked to ensure that the PIO attends the court in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today.

2.

Despite the directions issued by this Court,  the PIO is not present today.  After hearing both the parties, it  comes to the notice that complete information has yet not been supplied to the Appellant.  It has also been informed by the Respondent that   Shri Hartej Singh,  Licence Superintendent and Shri Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner are the concerned officers dealing with the matter. Therefore, both the officers are directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons for not supplying the requisite information to the Appellant so far.  They are again directed to supply complete and correct information to the Appellant  within one month.  In case the sought information is not available in their record, an affidavit to this effect will be submitted by the PIO on the next date of hearing. 
3.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 02.05.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 02. 2012



      State Information Commissioner
