STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 


Shri Dal Chand  Pawar,
W/2 – 408, JAITO,
District: Faridkot.								…Complainant
	
Versus
Public Information Officer							
o/o Headmistress,
Tilak Girls Middle School,
JAITO, District: Faridkot.							…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  2188 of 2015   
Present : 	(i) None is present on  behalf of the Complainant 
		(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Arun K. Vasudev, Advocate
ORDER
	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 21.03.2017
2.	The Complainant is not present today.
3.	Sh. Aurn K. Vasudev is appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that they have already filed their reply.
4.	The perusal of the file shows that this is the complainant case and in the complaint case there is a decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787 – 10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010) wherein it has been held that while entertaining a complaint 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 per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who  has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (section 18 (1)(b)} or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a 
response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)).
Contd…P-2

Complaint  Case No.  2188 of 2015   

As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.
5.	In the complaint cases, it is to be seen whether the intention of the respondent-PIO is clear or not. In this case the complainant has filed his RTI on 16.04.2015. The respondent-PIO has given reply to the RTI application on 12.05.2015 within stipulated period as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. Hence, the complaint case filed in the Commission is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 02.05.2017.		                     	        	       State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 

Sh. Raghav Mehta,
H No.813, Gali Kashmiri Panditan,
Chowk Karmon Deori, 
Distt Amritsar.									Appellant 
					Vs.
Public Information Officer
O/o Zonal Drug Licensing Authority Civil Surgeon,
Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority,
Zonal Drug Licensing Authority Civil Surgeon,
Amritsar									Respondent


Appeal Case No. 3017 of 2016

Present : None for the parties. 

ORDER

	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 08.02.2017 and 16.03.2017 vide which neither the appellant nor the respondent was present. Again, at today’s hearing, none is present. 
2.	In the aforementioned circumstance, I am of the opinion that no useful purpose would be served in keeping this appeal case pending for an indefinite period. Accordingly, the appeal case filed by the appellant is dismissed for non perusal. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
				Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 02.05.2017	                     	        	      	    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh

Sh. Raghav Mehta,
H No.813, Gali Kashmiri Panditan,
Chowk Karmon Deori, 
Distt Amritsar.									Appellant 
					Vs.
Public Information Officer
O/o Zonal Drug Licensing Authority Civil Surgeon,
Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority,
Zonal Drug Licensing Authority Civil Surgeon,
Amritsar									Respondent


Appeal Case No. 3016 of 2016

Present : None for the parties. 

ORDER

	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 08.02.2017 and 16.03.2017 vide which neither the appellant nor the respondent was present. Again, at today’s hearing, none is present. 
2.	In the aforementioned circumstance, I am of the opinion that no useful purpose would be served in keeping this appeal case pending for an indefinite period. Accordingly, the appeal case filed by the appellant is dismissed for non perusal. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
				Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 02.05.2017	                     	        	      	 State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh

Shri Harbhajan Singh,
H.No.782, Urban Esate-II,
Jalandhar-144001.			 					    Complainant.

Versus
Public Information Officer
o/o the Deputy Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,
Rural Development and Panchayats Department,
Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.					...Respondent


Complaint Case No. 1122  of 2016
Present : (i) None for the parties.
ORDER
	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 15.03.2017 vide which last opportunity was given to the Complainant to follow up his case.
2.	Today, again the Complainant is not present.
3.	The perusal of the file shows that the information has already been sent to the complainant by the respondents. Another copy of the information has also been sent to the complainant alongwith the last orders. Today, again neither the complainant is present nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.  It appears he is satisfied. 
4.	In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the complainant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. However, Complainant is advised in future , he should file first appeal with the First Appellate Authority and then file second file.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 02.05.2017	                     	        	      	 State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh

Sh.Jagjit Lal	, S/o Sh. Harbans Lal,
President Punjab Development Association,
Village, Kultham, Tehsil Banga,
District  Nawansheher.	 						    …Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,
Central Works Division-1, PWD B&R,
Amritsar.
First Appellate Authority,
O/o Superintendent Engineer,
Central Works Circle, PWD B&R,
Amritsar.	    								...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 17 of 2017 

Present: 	(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant .
		(ii) For the respondent-Sh. Gurpreet Singh, JE

ORDER
	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 28.03.2017 vide which the respondents were directed to supply the information to the appellant free of cost.
2.	Today, the appellant is not present. He has informed on telephone that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
3.	In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 02.05.2017	                     	        	      	 State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh
Appeal Case No.3055 of 2016
Sh. Vicky Bajaj, S/o Sh.K.L.Bajaj,
51 Vikas Vihar, Phase-1,
Ferozpur.		 								Appellant
							Vs.
Public Information Officer
O/o District Transport Office,
Moga.
First Appellate Authority,
O/o State Transport Commissioner,
SCO 177-178, Sector-17-C,
Chandigarh.	
										  Respondent
Remanded Back

First Appellate Authority,
O/o State Transport Commissioner,
SCO 177-178, Sector-17-C,
Chandigarh.

Present:-	(i) Sh. Vicky Bajaj, the appellant 
		(ii) For the respondent – Sh. Sanjiv Kumar, Junior Assistant 

ORDER

	The respondent states that he has brought information today in the Commission which is handed over to the appellant. The appellant has gone through the same and states that he is  not satisfied with the information provided.
2.	After hearing both the parties and has gone through the file, it is ascertained that the appellant had filed RTI application with the PIO O/o District Transport Officer, Moga on 22.02.2016. After that the Appellant, filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA). On 14.09.2016, the Appellant filed second appeal with the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
3.	I have carefully perused the documents on record. Before proceeding/parting with the order, I would wish to place on record that the First Appellate Authority did not take any action on the appeal of the applicant. This inaction on the part of the First Appellate Authority (FAA) needs to be depreciated and it is hoped that the authorities entrusted with judiciary duties under the Act  show more sense of responsibility and 
Appeal Case No.3055 of 2016

respect for the rights of the citizens because the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not addressed questions of Appellant, which are of direct concern to the Public Authority. Therefore, the Commission remands this case to First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e State Transport Commissioner, who is directed to dispose of the appeal of Sh. Vicky Bajaj
4.	The Commission, hereby, directs the FAA to treat the copy of the appeal (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.
5.	The FAA is also directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 22.02.2016 to the Appellant. 
6.	If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Vicky Bajajl will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
7.	In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
				Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 02.05.2017	                     	        	      	 State Information Commissioner
		
Enclosed:  	1. 	Copy of RTI of the appellant dated 22.02.2016

 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh

Appeal Case No. 3092 of 2016
Sh. Vicky Bajaj, S/o Sh. K.L. Bajaj,
51 Vikas Vihar, Phase-1,
Ferozepur.										Appellant

							Vs.
Public Information Officer
O/o Secretary, Regional Transport Authority,
Ferozepur.
First Appellate Authority,						
O/o State Transport Commissioner,
Punjab, Chandigarh, Sec-17.	
Public Information Officer
o/o Secretary Transport Office
Punjab, Jeevean Deep Building 
Chandigarh Sector 17					   			  Respondent

Remanded Back 

First Appellate Authority,						
O/o State Transport Commissioner,
Punjab, Sec-17. , Chandigarh

Present:-	(i) Sh. Vicky Bajaj, the appellant 
		(ii) For the respondent- Sh.Harjeet Singh, Secretary, RTA  
ORDER
The respondent states that he has brought information pertaining to point nos. 3 and 4 today in the Commission,  which is handed over to the appellant. He further states that the appellant has demanded information on four points and information pertaining to point no. 1 and 2 relates to the STC, Punjab. The appellant has gone through the information, pertaining to point nos. 3 & 4 and states that he is  not satisfied with the information provided.
2.	After hearing both the parties and has gone through the file, it is ascertained that the appellant had filed RTI application with the PIO O/o Secretary, RTA, Ferozepur on 13.05.2016. After that the Appellant, filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA). On 19.09.2016, the Appellant filed second appeal with the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
Appeal Case No. 3092 of 2016
3.	I have carefully perused the documents on record. Before proceeding/parting with the order, I would wish to place on record that the First Appellate Authority did not take any action on the appeal of the applicant. This inaction on the part of the First Appellate Authority (FAA) needs to be depreciated and it is hoped that the authorities entrusted with judiciary duties under the Act  show more sense of responsibility and respect for the rights of the citizens because the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not addressed questions of Appellant, which are of direct concern to the Public Authority. Therefore, the Commission remands this case to First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e State Transport Commissioner, who is directed to dispose of the appeal of Sh. Vicky Bajaj
4.	The Commission, hereby, directs the FAA to treat the copy of the appeal (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.
5.	The FAA is also directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 13.05.2016 to the Appellant. 
6.	If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Vicky Bajajl will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
7.	In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.
				Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 02.05.2017	                     	        	      	 State Information Commissioner

Enclosed:  	1. 	Copy of RTI of the appellant dated 13.05.2016

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh

Complaint Case No. 1618 of 2016
Sh. Manjit Singh, Member Panchayat and others
Village & Post Office Ghungrana, 
Distt. Ludhiana.								…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat  Officer,
Pakhowal, Distt. Ludhiana.	    						…...Respondent

Present : 	(i) Sh. Manjit Singh, the Complainant 
		(ii) None is present on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER

	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 16.03.2017 vide which last opportunity was given to Sh. Balvir Singh, BDPO  to appear before the Commission.
2.	Today the complainant states that no information has been given to him so far.
3.	Respondent is absent today. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today's hearing.
4.	After hearing the complainant and gone through the file, it is ascertained that the complainant has filed his RTI on 21.07.2016, but after lapse of more than nine months, no information has been given to him so far. On the last hearing Sh. Balvir Singh, BDPO was directed to appear before the Commission, but today neither Sh. Balvir Singh has attended the hearing nor he has informed the Commission about his absence for today's hearing, which shows that he has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission. 
5.	In view of the above, PIO- Sh. Balvir Singh, BDPO, Pakhowal, Ludhiana is directed to show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered. 
	Complaint Case No. 1618 of 2016

In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be  presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
6.	To come up on 12.06.2017 at 11.00 AM. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 02.05.2017	                     	        	      	 State Information Commissioner

Through registered post
CC: Sh. Balvir Singh, BDPO, Pakhowal, Ludhiana 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh

Sh.Jagjit Lal	, S/o Sh. Harbans Lal,
President Punjab Development Association,
Village, Kultham, Tehsil Banga,
District  Nawansheher.		 					    …Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 
Provisional Division, PWD B&R,
Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,
Superintendent Engineer,
Provisional Division, PWD B&R,
Chandigarh			    						...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 21 of 2017 

Present : 	(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant 
		(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Rajinder Singh, Supdt.

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 28.03.2017 vide which the respondents were directed to supply the information to the appellant.
2.	Today, the appellant is not present. He has informed on telephone that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
3.	In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 02.05.2017	                     	        	      	     State Information Commissioner





STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh

Shri Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia (RTI Activist),
Ward No.18, Street No.2, Kartar Nagar,
Near Mann Market, Amloh Road,
Khanna, District Ludhiana-141401.	 					    Appellant.

Versus
Public Information Officer,
o/o Municipal Council, Dera Bassi,
District SAS Nagar.

First Appellate Authority
Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, 
Department  of Local Government,
Sector 35-A, Chandigarh.	    						...Respondents


Appeal Case No. 881 of 2016

Present:-	(i) Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, the appellant 
		(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Ranbir singh, EO

ORDER

	Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, the appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.
2.	In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and  closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 02.05.2017	                     	        	      	 State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh

Shri Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia (RTI Activist),
Ward No.18, Street No.2, Kartar Nagar,
Near Mann Market, Amloh Road,
Khanna, District Ludhiana-141401.
				 					    Appellant.

Versus
Public Information Officer,
o/o Municipal Council, Dera Bassi,
District SAS Nagar.

First Appellate Authority
Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, 
Department  of Local Government,
Sector 35-A, Chandigarh.	    						...Respondents

Appeal Case No. 882 of 2016

Present:-	(i) Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, the appellant 
		(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Ranbir singh, EO

ORDER

	Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, the appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.
2.	In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and  closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 02.05.2017	                     	        	      	    State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh

Ms. Tara Devi, W/o Lt Sh. Ramesh Arora,
319/3, Gurdeep Nagar , Jagraon,
Ludhiana.		.	 						    …Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,
 Jagraon, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Ludhiana.	    								...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 4035 of 2016

Present :	(i) Sh. Jaspal Singh on behalf of the appellant 
		(ii) For the respondent, Sh. K.K.Mittal, Naib Tehsildar
ORDER
	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 15.03.2017 vide which the respondents were directed to provide complete information to the appellant.
2.	Today, Sh, Jaspal Singh is appearing on behalf of the appellant and states that he is not satisfied with the information provided by the respondents.
3.	Respondent states that complete information has been given to the appellant. He has given in writing that that there is no other information which is pending in the office record of the respondent and there is nothing left to be furnished to him.  Original copy is handed over to the appellant. Copy of the same is taken on record.
4.	In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is therefore disposed of and closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 02.05.2017	                     	        	          	 State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh
Shri Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia (RTI Activist),
Ward No.18, Street No.2, Kartar Nagar,
Near Mann Market, Amloh Road,
Khanna, District Ludhiana-141401.
				 					    Appellant.
Versus
Public Information Officer,
o/o Executive Officer, 
Municipal Council, Nangal,
District Roop Nagar.

First Appellate Authority
o/o the Regional Deputy Director,
Urban Local Bodies, Ist Floor,
Mini Secretariat, DC Office Complex,
Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.						...Respondents


Appeal Case No. 885 of 2016

Present : 	(i) Sh. Ramandeep Ahluwalia, the appellant 
		(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Bhupinder Singh, JE
ORDER
	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 09.03.2017 vide which Sh. Manjinder Singh, EO-cum-PIO was directed to provide complete information to the appellant.
2.	The appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. He further states that as directed by the Commission, he visited the office of the respondent on 05.04.2016 and again on 20.04.2016, but no information has been given to him so far.
3.	Sh. Bhupinder singh, JE is appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that complete information will be given to the appellant on 05.05.2017.
4.	After hearing the parties , it is ascertained that the appellant has filed his RTI on 25.11.2015, but after lapse of more than one year and seven months, no information has been given to the appellant so far. Moreover, the information which was provided is incomplete and not readable. This is indeed a serious matter. 

Appeal Case No. 885 of 2016

5.	Respondent may note that the RTI Act 2005 is meant for promoting transparency in governmental functioning by bringing to light governmental actions done behind closed doors so that the common man is kept well informed of the goings on in the public authorities with a view to strengthening democracy. 
6.	In view of the above, PIO- Sh. Manjinder singh, EO and Sh. Rajiv Kumar Sharma, Municipal Engineer-cum-APIO are directed to show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon them for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the appellant  under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered. 
In addition to his submission, the PIO and APIO are also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. They  may note that in case they do not file their submission and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be  presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte. 
7.	To come up on 18.05.2017 at 11.00 AM. Copy of the order be sent to the parties through registered post. 
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 02.05.2017	                     	        	      	      State Information Commissioner

Through registered post
CC: 	Sh. Manjinder singh, EO, Municipal council, Nangal, Roopnagar
Sh. Rajiv Kumar Sharma, Municipal Engineer-cum-APIO, Municipal Council, Nangal, Roopnagar
	


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh
Through registered post
Shri Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia (RTI Activist),
Ward No.18, Street No.2, Kartar Nagar,
Near Mann Market, Amloh Road,
Khanna, District Ludhiana-141401.
				 					    Appellant.
Versus
Public Information Officer,
o/o Executive Officer, 
Municipal Council, Nangal,
District Roop Nagar.

First Appellate Authority
o/o the Regional Deputy Director,
Urban Local Bodies, Ist Floor,
Mini Secretariat, DC Office Complex,
Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.						...Respondents


Appeal Case No. 883 of 2016

Present : 	(i) Sh. Ramandeep Ahluwalia, the appellant 
		(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Bhupinder Singh, JE
ORDER
	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 09.03.2017 vide which Sh. Manjinder Singh, EO was directed to provide complete information to the appellant.
2.	The appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. He further states that as directed by the Commission, he visited the office of the respondent on 05.04.2016 and again on 20.04.2016, but no information has been given to him so far.
3.	Sh. Bhupinder singh, JE is appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that complete information will be given to the appellant on 05.05.2017.
4.	After hearing the parties , it is ascertained that the appellant has filed his RTI on 25.11.2015, but after lapse of more than one year and seven months, no information has been given to the appellant so far. Moreover, the information which was provided is incomplete and not readable. This is indeed a serious matter. 


Appeal Case No. 883 of 2016

5.	Respondent may note that the RTI Act 2005 is meant for promoting transparency in governmental functioning by bringing to light governmental actions done behind closed doors so that the common man is kept well informed of the goings on in the public authorities with a view to strengthening democracy. 
6.	In view of the above, PIO- Sh. Manjinder singh, EO and Sh. Rajiv Kumar Sharma, Municipal Engineer-cum-APIO are directed to show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon them for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the appellant  under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered. 
In addition to his submission, the PIO and APIO are also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. They  may note that in case they do not file their submission and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be  presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte. 
7.	To come up on 18.05.2017 at 11.00 AM. Copy of the order be sent to the parties through registered post. 
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 02.05.2017	                     	        	      	      State Information Commissioner

Through registered post
CC: 	Sh. Manjinder singh, EO, Municipal council, Nangal, Roopnagar
Sh. Rajiv Kumar Sharma, Municipal Engineer-cum-APIO, Municipal Council, Nangal, Roopnagar


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh
Shri Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia (RTI Activist),
Ward No.18, Street No.2, Kartar Nagar,
Near Mann Market, Amloh Road,
Khanna, District Ludhiana-141401.
				 					    Appellant.
Versus
Public Information Officer,
o/o Executive Officer, 
Municipal Council, Nangal,
District Roop Nagar.

First Appellate Authority
o/o the Regional Deputy Director,
Urban Local Bodies, Ist Floor,
Mini Secretariat, DC Office Complex,
Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.						...Respondents


Appeal Case No. 884 of 2016

Present : 	(i) Sh. Ramandeep Ahluwalia, the appellant 
		(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Bhupinder Singh, JE
ORDER
	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 09.03.2017 vide which Sh. Manjinder Singh, EO was directed to provide complete information to the appellant.
2.	The appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. He further states that as directed by the Commission, he visited the office of the respondent on 05.04.2016 and again on 20.04.2016, but no information has been given to him so far.
3.	Sh. Bhupinder singh, JE is appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that complete information will be given to the appellant on 05.05.2017.
4.	After hearing the parties , it is ascertained that the appellant has filed his RTI on 25.11.2015, but after lapse of more than one year and seven months, no information has been given to the appellant so far. Moreover, the information which was provided is incomplete and not readable. This is indeed a serious matter. 

Appeal Case No. 884 of 2016

5.	Respondent may note that the RTI Act 2005 is meant for promoting transparency in governmental functioning by bringing to light governmental actions done behind closed doors so that the common man is kept well informed of the goings on in the public authorities with a view to strengthening democracy. 
6.	In view of the above, PIO- Sh. Manjinder singh, EO and Sh. Rajiv Kumar Sharma, Municipal Engineer-cum-APIO are directed to show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon them for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the appellant  under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered. 
In addition to his submission, the PIO and APIO are also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. They  may note that in case they do not file their submission and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be  presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte. 
7.	To come up on 18.05.2017 at 11.00 AM. Copy of the order be sent to the parties through registered post. 
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 02.05.2017	                     	        	         	     State Information Commissioner

Through registered post
CC: 	Sh. Manjinder singh, EO, Municipal council, Nangal, Roopnagar
Sh. Rajiv Kumar Sharma, Municipal Engineer-cum-APIO, Municipal Council, Nangal, Roopnagar


