STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. N.K.Sayal Accounts Officer (Retd.),

Member RTI Activists Fed. Punjab,

Sayal Street, Sirhind -140406                         


   

Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt.,Punjab,

Department of Local Govt., Room No. 216, 

Plot No. 3, Sector 35 A, Municipal Bhawan,

Chandigarh.
 
                                                                                                Respondent
COMPLAINT  CASE NO.504/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Sh. Joginder Kumar, Sr. Assistant, LG – 3 Br., Pb. Civil Sectt. – for Respondent.

ORDER


The following order was passed by the Commission on 03.11.2016:



“The following order was passed by the Commission on 11.08.2016 :-



“The complainant has sought the information relating to a complaint made by him against the then Executive Officer alleging certain serious misdemeanours including mis-representation and embezzlement.  He has simultaneously asked for a copy of the inquiry report conducted by Sh. B.C.Gupta, IAS (Retd.).  



Though the respondents have supplied him the record to a substantial extent but the copy of the inquiry report has been withheld by them.  The inquiry conducted against the public officer and having been completed has to be in public domain.  The respondents are directed to supply him a copy of the inquiry report under intimation to the Commission.”



The matter has been taken up today.  In response, the name of Sh. B.C.Gupta, IAS (Retd.) having taken the inquiry was erroneously mentioned in fact this inquiry was conducted by 
Sh. B.S.Bansal, Additional District Judge (Retd.).  The respondent has submitted that they have since 
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COMPLAINT  CASE NO.504/2016
forwarded inquiry report to the complainant.  The same has been shown to the Commission also.  



The complainant is not satisfied.  He says that the information with regard to the other points concerning the issue of charge-sheet etc. has not been provided to him.  The respondent is directed to look into it and file a written statement on the allegations made in the complaint so as to enable the Commission to take appropriate decision.”


The complainant is absent.  He has sought for an adjournment.



Sh. Joginder Kumar, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent has brought along the copies of the charge-sheet  which was sought by him earlier.  Besides the certified copies of the file dealing with the issue which entails the noting and the correspondence portions have also been brought.  He is directed to send him by post under intimation to the Commission.  Having said so the Commission feels that the sufficient information has been provided to the complainant.  No useful purpose shall be served in adjourning the case.  The matter is disposed.









Sd/-



03.01.2017




                   (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.S.Hundal (98785-00082),

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Sector-76, S.A.S. Nagar.                                     




     
Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Moga.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Moga                                                                                    

Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1984/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.



Dr. Sanjay Kapoor, District Family Planning Officer, O/o Civil Surgeon, Moga




 – for Respondents.
ORDER


On 23.11.2016 it was observed by the Commission as under :-


“Heard.



The respondents have brought along the information relating to the RTS Act which has been handed over to the appellant on spot.  The appellant submits that the information provided to him is not in consonance with his original application.  He has, in fact, asked for the information along with the proforma devised under the RTS Act for the various services provided by the Department.



Dr. Sanjay Kapoor assures the Commission that such formats comprised in 26 pages are available with them.  However, they have not brought along with them.  They are directed to send it by post to the appellant within a fortnight from today positively under intimation to the Commission.”


Dr. Sanjay Kapoor is again present on behalf of the Respondents.  He has submitted a copy of the endorsement letter dated 06.12.2016 where along an information comprised in 46 pages was sent to the appellant. 
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APPEAL CASE NO.1984/2016


No specific infirmity has been pointed out by the appellant.  The Commission deems that sufficient information to the appellant has been provided.  No further action is required.



Disposed.









Sd/-



03.01.2017




                   (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                          State Information Commissioner
                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Dilbar Khan

S/o Sh. Gulzar Khan,

R/o Vill. Ghanaur Kalan, Tehsil Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur.


                                     




    Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sherpur (Sangrur)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.                                                                                                                Respondents
APPEAL  CASE NO.1011/2016
Present:
Sh. Dilbar Khan, Appellant in person.



Sh. Devinder Singh, J.E. O/o BDPO, Sherpur – for Respondents.
ORDER





The following was observed by the Commission on 15.09.2016 :-



“"On 23.06.2016 following order was passed by the Commission :



“The appellant is absent.  He has requested that his absence be excused.



Sh. Jagga Singh, Panchayat Secretary of Village Ghanaur Kalan appearing on behalf of the respondents submits that the information comprised in 26 pages has already been conveyed to him vide their office memo No.78/Superintendent dated 29.03.2016.  No information has been withheld.  The appellant may like to comment on the same.”



The appellant is present.  He says that the relevant information has not been provided.  He has sought the details about the expenses incurred on the erection of fourwalls of kabaristan along with its measurement as available on record.  The information provided by them does not cover the same.  The respondents are once again directed to provide him the complete information on the above score and inform the Commission as well.” 


The appellant has specifically asked for the information relating to the length and width of the kabaristan of village Ghanaur Kalan, Block Sherpur.
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APPEAL  CASE NO.1011/2016


Sh. Devinder Singh, JE appearing on behalf of the respondents says that they have supplied the information to the appellant.  However, they will provide the above information as well.  They are directed to intimate it under intimation to the Commission.



With this observation the case is closed.








     Sd/-

03.01.2017




                   (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate (98785-00082),

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Sector-76, S.A.S. Nagar.
                   




    
 Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, 

Moga

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Nabha Road, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, 

Moga.


                                                                                      


Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO. 2008/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.



Dr. Sanjay Kapoor, District  Family Planning Officer, O/o Civil Surgeon, Moga – for 


Respondents.

ORDER


On 23.11.2016 it was observed by this forum as under :-


“The following order was passed by the Commission on 20.09.2016:-



“The respondent is absent.  An endorsement from the Civil Surgeon has been received directing the District Family Welfare Officer to send an appropriate reply to the appellant besides attending the hearing. The respondent is absent despite the notice.  No reply has been received from them also.  The Commission takes a serious note of it and advises the respondents to supply the admissible information to the appellant under intimation to the Commission early.” 



The appellant is seeking information about the particulars of the licenses issued to various scan centres and other lab test units which involve the emission of radiation.  The respondents submit that they had asked the appellant to remit the cost for providing information   On rebuttal of the appellant they have not able to prove that the same was demanded within time. 









               Contd…page…2







-2-

APPEAL CASE NO. 2008/2016


Be that as it is, the respondents are advised to give the particulars of the licenses                                                                           

issued by them to the aforementioned centres within fifteen days from today positively under intimation to the Commission.



It further transpires that the regulation of the radiation and other harmful emissions rom the subject units is being monitored by the Punjab Pollution Control Board.  The respondents are desired to forward this application to the Secretary, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala for transmitting the information to the appellant expeditiously.”


Dr. Sanjay Kapoor, District Family Planning Officer, O/o Civil Surgeon, Moga is present.  He has produced before us a copy of the letter addressed to the appellant where along the details of the scan centres operating in the district of Moga has been provided to him.



The rest of the information was desirable to be provided by the Punjab Pollution Control Board.  Nothing has been heard from them despite the fact that the notice was sent to them and intimation about the proceedings in the instant case was also conveyed to them by the Civil Surgeon, Moga.  They are directed to provide him the information before the next date of hearing.


The matter shall be reheard on 08.03.2017 at 11.30AM.


Seemingly, the complete information pertaining to the office of the Civil Surgeon, Moga has been provided.  They are exempt from appearance in future proceedings.








       Sd/-



03.01.2017




                   (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                       State Information Commissioner
CC:    The Member Secretary, 

          Punjab Pollution Control Board,  Vartavaran Bhawan, Nabha Road,

          Patiala  -- for information and immediate necessary action.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Anil Sharma (94172-26278),

S/o Sh. Haquiqqat Rai Sharma,

654m Mohall Rajarian,

Pathankot -145001                           




                        Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Construction Circle,
Pathankot.                            


                                                              Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.583/2016

Present:
Sh. Anil Sharma (94172-26278), Complainant in person.



Sh. Dharminder Singh, Assistant Engineer, Provincial Div., PWD (B&R), Gurdaspur – 

for Respondent.
ORDER



The appellant has sought for an adjournment.



Sh. Dharminder Singh, Assistant Engineer, appearing on behalf of the respondent is totally unaware of the matter in hand and has not been able to throw light on the action taken by the respondent.  Resultantly the status quo remains.



The matter shall be reheard on 08.03.2017 at 11.30 AM.








            Sd/-



03.01.2017




                   (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.S. Hundal  Advocate (98785-00082),

Chamber No.82, District Courts, 

S.A.S. Nagar.


                               



    Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Provincial Division, PWD Industrial Area, 

Phase I, S.A.S Nagar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

PWD (B&R), Construction Circle, 
Chandigarh.                                                                                                                   Respondents
APPEAL  CASE NO.1064/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.



1.  Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Asstt. Engineer, PWD (B&R), Mohali.



2. Sh. Swaran Singh, Jr. Assistant, O/o XEN, PWD (B&R), Mohali – for 



Respondents. 

ORDER


It shall be of relevance to reproduce the orders of the Commission dated. 28.06.2016 and 22.09.2016 as under :-


Order dated 28.06.2016



“The appellant is absent.



Sh. Rajiv Kumar, Assistant Engineer appearing on behalf of the respondents submits that the appellant was asked to remit an amount of Rs.5,112/- as a cost of supplying the information.  In the absence of deposition of the cost the appellant is not entitled to the information.  The appellant may react to the submissions made by the respondent.”



Order dated 22.09.2016


“The appellant is absent.  He has sent a copy of e.mail wherein he says that the copy of the receipt attached purportedly dispatched the memo seeking the cost of information is dim and
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APPEAL  CASE NO.1064/2016
 not legible.  He wants to have a clear copy.  Besides he says that the receipt attached with the reply relates to another appeal case pending with the bench of Sh. P.K.Singla, Hon’ble SIC.



Sh. Rajiv Kumar, J.E. is present on behalf of the respondents.  He has shown the Commission a copy of the postal receipt dated 07.01.2016 which is very legible with the date and time as well as the addressee along with his address.  He is advised to again send a copy of the same enabling the appellant to send a suitable reply.”



The case has been taken up today.  Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Assistant Engineer is present on behalf of the respondents.  He has shown us the documents vide which the communication was sent to the appellant to deposit the cost of seeking information.  The appellant has not come up with any palpable proof.  The Commission is convinced in this case that the appellant has failed to deposit the amount legitimately asked by the respondents for providing him the information.  Accordingly, he is not entitled to get the information.  



The matter is disposed.











    Sd/-



03.01.2017




                   (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.H.S.Hundal (98785-00082), 

Chamber No 82, District Courts,

Sector-76, S.A.S. Nagar                    




                        Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Supdt. Of Police,

Mini Sectt. Moga (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Ferozepur Range, Ferozepur (Pb.)                                                                Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.1899/2016

Present: 
None on behalf of the Appellant.



HC. Nek Singh, O/o SSP, Moga, and



2. Sh. Joginder Singh, APIO – cum – Supdt., DC Office, Moga. – for Respondents.

ORDER


The appellant is absent.



Sh. Joginder Singh, APIO – cum – Superintendent appearing on behalf of the respondents has brought along the certified copies of the documents relating to his application.  He is directed to send it to the appellant by post under intimation to the Commission.



To come up on 08.03.2017 at 11.30 AM.









   Sd/-



03.01.2017




                   (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.H.S.Hundal (98785-00082), 

Chamber No 82, District Courts,

Sector-76, S.A.S. Nagar
                                     




     Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Supdt. Of Police,

Mini Sectt. Moga (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Ferozepur Range, Ferozepur (Pb.)                                                                                Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1901/2016

Present: 
None on behalf of the Appellant.



HC Nek Singh, O/o SSP, Moga - for Respondents.

ORDER


The following order was passed on 22.11.2016 :-


“The appellant had sought for the copy of an FIR alleging the charges of forgery and cheating against a contractor of the Suvidha Centre, Moga and the documents relating to consequential action upon the same.



HC Skhdev Singh appearing on behalf of the respondents submits that the copy of FIR has been provided.  He further informs that after the inquiry a cancellation report has been filed after the investigations.  The appellant is seeking a copy of the same.  The respondents are directed to provide the information in case it does not invite any provision of exemptions under Section 8 of the Act.”



The appellant is absent.  He has sought an adjournment.



HC Nek Singh is present on behalf of the respondents.  He submits that the copy of the cancellation report along with other documents reflecting the status of the case has already been provided to the appellant. 
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APPEAL CASE NO.1901/2016


The Commission feels that the information has been provided to the appellant.  No purpose shall be served to adjourn the matter.



The case is disposed according.










   Sd/-


03.01.2017




                   (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Sohan Lal Bhumbak,

House NO.1895, Sector-34-D, 

Chandigarh

                                     




    
Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sec-62, S.A.S Nagar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sec-62, S.A.S Nagar                                     


Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1000/2016

Present: 
None on behalf of the Appellant.



Smt. Ravinder Kaur, Superintendent (98141-42633), GMADA, Mohali – for 


Respondents. 
ORDER


Previous observations of this forum made on 22.11.2016 are re-produced hereunder:-



“The following order was passed by the Commission on 21.06.2016 :-



“The appellant seeks to know the action taken by the respondents towards the demolition of some structures having illegally been raised in the village Pawala, District Mohali.  



Sh. Daljit Singh Sekhon appearing on behalf of the respondents submits that copies of the notices issued to the offenders along with demolition order passed on file have already been provided to the appellant.  No more information on the subject is available with them  The appellant probably seeks a direction from this forum to the respondents to take some action which does not fall within its purview.  Some of the papers relating to the aforementioned orders have been passed on to the appellant during the course of hearings.  The appellant may like to react on it.”


“The appellant is present.  None is present on behalf of the respondents.  Nothing has been heard from them also.  The Commission takes a strong exception to the indifference on the  
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APPEAL CASE NO.1000/2016
part of the respondents.  It directs the respondents to deliver a certified copy of the documents in file (in case they do not attract any exemption enunciated in RTI Act) dealing with the issue before the next 









 

date of hearing failing which the penal proceedings shall ensue.”


The matter is taken up today.  The appellant is absent.  Nothing has been heard from him also.  



Smt. Ravinder Kaur, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondents says that the certified copies of the file inclusive of noting as well as correspondence portion have been delivered to the appellant.  She has shown us an acknowledgement made by the appellant as well.  No more action sustains.  The case is disposed.









   Sd/-



03.01.2017




                   (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Sadhu Ram Kusla 

S/o Ram Chand Bansal,

House No.138, Indira Lodge,

Veer Colony, Maharaja Aggarsain Road, 

Bathinda. 


                                     


       Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Max Super Specialty Hospital,

Nh 64, Near District Hospital, 
Bathinda.                                                                                             

  Respondents
COMPLAINT CASE NO.1031/2016

Present :
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Adv. Parminder Kaur, Counsel for the Respondent.
ORDER



The complainant is absent.


Adv. Parmidner  Kaur, Counsel for the respondent has submitted a written statement to defend their cause.  She is asked to send a copy to the complainant as well who may file a rejoinder before the next date of hearing.



To come up on 08.03.2017 at 11.30 AM for arguments in case they intend to plead.










Sd/-



03.01.2017




                   (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.B.S.Saini (98554-36301),

S/o Sh. Gokal Singh,

House No.B-14, Green Avenue, 
Roopnagar -140001                        





 Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Roopnagar
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi.
First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director, Urban

Local Bodies, Ludhiana
                                                                                                  Respondents
APPEAL CASE NOs.458 and 460 of 2016

Present:
Sh.B.S.Saini (98554-36301), Appellant in person.



Sh. Manjinder Singh, E.O., M.C., Ropar along with Adv. H.K.Arora – for 




Respondents.

ORDER


The following order was passed by this forum on 17.11.2016 :-


“Sh. Manjinder Singh, E.O. has filed an affidavit.  A copy of the same has been handed over to the appellant on spot.  He may like to react on it.



On the submissions made by the appellant and the representative of the respondent the Commission was led to believe that the record is in the custody of Executive Officer, M.C., Ropar.  Taking cognizance of their submissions a show cause notice was issued to him.  He has submitted a reply.  He denies the record being in his custody and submits that he had since relinquished the charge of the post.  The record obviously stays in the office only.  Nonetheless he assures the Commission to cooperate in locating the record.  The Commission accepts his plea and directs all the stakeholders to assist him in locating the record and provide the information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.”


Sh. Manjinder Singh, E.O. who is present has brought along the record.  He says that 
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APPEAL CASE NOs.458 and 460 of 2016
the same has been procured after sifting the record in the office of the Executive Officer, Nagar Panchayat, Nurpur Bedi.   It has been handed over in the Court itself to Sh. B.S.Saini who seemingly is satisfied with the same.  No further intervention of the Court is warranted.  The appeals accordingly are disposed.









   Sd/-


03.01.2017




                   (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. Haninder Singh

S/o Sh. Amar Nath, Vikas Mohalla, 

VPO Lalru,Tehsil Dera Bassi,

Distt. S.A.S. Nagar.
                                     




    
   Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Leela Bhawan,Patiala.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Near Leela Bhawan,
Patiala.                                                                               


           Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1909/2016

Present:
Dr. Haninder Singh, Appellant in person.



Dr. Malkiat Singh, Assistant Health Officer, O/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala – for 


Respondents..
ORDER


Orders passed by this forum on 14.09.2016 and 17.11.2016 which are reproduced hereunder shall through light on the facts of this case:-



Order dated 14.09.2016



“The appellant had sought a copy of ACR for the year 2011-12 vide his application dated 21.12.2015 from the respondents besides some allied information.  He submits that despite his various requests the asked for information has been denied to him.  He further submits that his probation period has not been cleared for want of the above document.



Dr. Mamta Sharma is present on behalf of the respondents.  She hails from the office of the SMO, Civil Hospital, Rajpura.  According to her the ACR of the appellant after having been recorded, was duly sent to the office of the Civil Surgeon, Patiala.  She has shown us a copy of the same.  It further transpires that though the relevant document is available in the office of the Civil 
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APPEAL CASE NO.1909/2016
Surgeon, Patiala yet he has passed on the buck to SMO, Rajpura thereby abdicating his responsibility of providing the information.



From the facts that emerge it seems that the respondents in the office of the Civil
                                                                                                                                                                                                              

Surgeon, Patiala are intentionally depriving the appellant the information to which he is entitled to.  Taking cognizance of the same the Commission issues a show cause notice to the PIO, O/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala to explain in a self-attested affidavit as to why a penalty @ Rs.250/- per day of delay subject to maximum of Rs.25,000/- till the complete information is furnished, be not imposed under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 on him for causing 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 the detriment suffered by him. 



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also 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 take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the 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.”


Order dated 17.11.2016


“A show cause notice was issued to the PIO as to why the penalty should not be imposed on him.  He has filed an affidavit through Dr. Malkiat Singh, A.H.O.  The affidavit does not lead us anywhere.  The PIO admits the receipt of the report in his office but simultaneously states that it is no more available. 


The above stance of the PIO does not absolve him of the penal consequences. The 
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Commission affords one last opportunity to take appropriate measures to supply the information to the
aggrieved appellant failing which it shall be presumed that the information has malafidely been destroyed to cause damage and harm to the appellant and the penalty as already mentioned in the show cause notice shall be imposed.”


The case has been taken up today.  Succinctly speaking, the ACR of the appellant is missing from the record which resultantly has led to withholding of clearance of his probation period.  



Dr. Malkiat Singh appearing on behalf of the respondents has submitted that despite their best efforts they are unable to trace it.  Nonetheless they have forwarded his case to the Government to clear his probation on the ground that his ACR is to be deemed as “Very Good” as having not been recorded.  The Commission believes that the appropriate authority shall take further action towards securing the legitimate right of the appellant in clearing his probation and the consequential benefits.



With this observation the matter is disposed.


However, the official responsible for the record should be chastized by the concerned authority for having not been able to maintain the official record properly.










            Sd/-


03.01.2017




                   (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                         State Information Commissioner
CC: The Additional Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

        Department of Health & Family Welfare,

        R. No. 227, Floor 2, Punjab Civil Sectt. 2, Sector – 9,

        Chandigarh ---  For appropriate action.

CC: The Director, 

       Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

       Sector – 34, Chandigarh  --- for information and further n/a.


    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Himanshu Kanotra (86990-73012),

S/o Sh. Manoj Kumar,

H.No.123, Gali Ghumiaran Wali, Ward No.9,

Dhariwal, Distt. Gaurdaspur -143519



                                     Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, 

Dhariwal. (Distt.Gurdaspur)

First Appellate Authority


O/o Deputy Director,

Local Bodies, Amritsar.


                                                                         Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.3874/2015

Present:
Sh. Himanshu Kanotra (86990-73012), Appellant in person.



Sh. Rajesh Kumar, E.O., M.C., Dhariwal – for Respondents.
ORDER


Sh. Rajesh Kumar, EO, is present.  He has produced before us a copy of the challan vide which the penalty imposed has been deposited in the government treasury.  He assures the Commission to pay the compensation to the appellant at the earliest.  The Commission directs him to remit it within ten days positively under intimation to it.



As the respondent is present in person the warrant issued against him stands discharged.



Disposed.










            Sd/-


03.01.2017




                   (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                         State Information Commissioner
CC: The Addl. Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

       Department of Local Government,

       Room No. 201, Floor – 2, Plot No. 3,

       Municipal Bhawan, Sector – 35, Chandigarh.

CC: The Deputy Registrar, PSIC for information.
