STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16, Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,  Amritsar- 143001.




…Appellant

                              Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o District Transport Officer, Amritsar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2830 of 2015

Order

Present: 
 None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.

Shri  Parbodh Chander Bali,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 08.06.2015,   addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding Driving Training Units for all types of vehicles etc.  

2.

The case was last heard on 02.12.2015, when a letter dated 02.12.2015 was  received through e-mail from the appellant informing that the PIO had  not sent any information to him. He  requested that penalty proceedings may be initiated against the PIO for not caring for his RTI application for 6 months. He also requested to adjourn the case and fix via video conference. 

3.

Since none was  present for the respondents without any intimation, the PIO was directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and explain the reasons for delay on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today again,  none is present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation nor any information has been supplied to the appellant.  Viewing the callous and lackadaisical attitude of PIO-cum-DTO, Amritsar seriously, a Show-Cause Notice is issued to him to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs.250/- subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him since 08.06.2015.
5.

Adjourned to 17.03.2016 at 11.00 A.M.






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-02-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh,

Plot No. 40,  Village: Bholapur,PO: Shahibana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director, State Transport, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17C,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director, State Transport, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.

…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2899 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Tejinder Singh, appellant, in person. 



Shri Gurmajor Singh, RTI Assistant, on behalf of respondents.
Shri Tejinder Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated nil  , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on nine points regarding Punjab Roadways.

2.

The case was last heard on 02.12.2015, when  Shri Gurmajor Singh, RTI Assistant,  appearing on behalf of respondents submitted  that the information,  as available on their record,  had  already been supplied to the appellant on 18-02-2015.  The  appellant informed   that the provided information was  incomplete. The respondent further submitted  that most of the information asked for by the appellant related  to different Depots of the Roadways who were  real custodians of record of their employees and the appellant should  have approached  the concerned General Managers of the Depots.  He further submitted  a copy of letter from Government of India, Ministry of Personnel, PG and Pensions Department  wherein it had  been stated that where the information was  scattered with more than one other public authorities, the Public Information Officer (PIO) of the public authority receiving the application 
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should give information relating to  it and advise the applicant to make separate applications to the concerned public authorities for obtaining information from them.

3.

However, the appellant contested  that this point should have been brought to his knowledge at the time of his submitting the RTI application. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the respondent was  directed to supply the information available on their record and also regarding points No 6 and 7 to the appellant,  before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the appellant submits that he has received the information to his satisfaction and the case may be closed. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-02-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohammad Hannif,

c/o Rahiman Dyers, Gopa Padha Street,

Sadar Bazar, Nabha-147201, District: Patiala.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Wakf Board, Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o  Executive Officer,

Wakf Board, Punjab, Chandigarh.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2812 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Shri Mohammad Hannif, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 13-01-2015, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on four points regarding construction of boundary wall of Cremation Ground , Aloharan Gate, Nabha and regarding  action being taken against the unauthorized construction by Shri Bashir Mohammad inside the Cremation Ground.

2.

The case was last heard on 02.12.2015, when none was  present on behalf of appellant.  Shri Danishwar Ali, Additional Law Officer, Punjab Wakf Board, Chandigarh appearing on behalf of respondents made  a  written submission dated 02.12.2015,  which was  taken on record.  Vide this letter the respondent PIO  submitted that the matter  had  already been decided by the Court of Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab,  on 18-08-2015 in Appeal case No. 1352 of 2015.  Photocopy of decision alongwith  copies of provided  information had  been  enclosed with the said letter. Since the appellant was not present, the respondent was directed to send a copy of this letter to the appellant by registered post and the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
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3.

A letter dated 27.01.2016 has been received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to marriage function in the family. He has requested to adjourn the case to 29.03.2016. 
4.

The appellant is again directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with  copy to the Commission. 

5.

On the request of the appellant, the case is adjourned to   29-03-2016  at 11.00 A.M. 










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-02-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karanbir Singh Bhunika,

s/o Shri Nishan Singh,

VPO: Rukna Baegu, Distt. FErozepur.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Fatehgarh Sahib.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2880 of 2015 

Order

Present: 
 None on behalf of appellant.



Shri Parmod Kumar, Data Entry Operator-cum-Assistant,  on behalf of respondents.

Shri Karanbir Singh Bhunika, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30-03-2015,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information on seven points in respect of D.T.O. Fatehgarh Sahib and his staff alongwith photo copies of R.Cs of  issued Fancy Numbers.

2.

The case was last heard on 02.12.2015, when  Shri Kirpal Singh, Junior Assistant,  appearing on behalf of respondents,  submitted  that he had  brought the information for handing over the same to the appellant in the court. The appellant was  not present without any intimation.  A perusal of the brought  information revealed  that it  was  incomplete. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply duly attested complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the respondent submits that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant on 17.04.2015 and again on 02.11.2015. He submits a copy of provided information, which is taken on record. 

4.

The complainant is not present without any intimation nor any observations have been received from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-02-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Gulshan Rai Sanger, 

Jr. Assistant, D.A.N.College,

Mohalla Vaid Hem Raj,

NAWANSHAHR.







…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Public  Instructions(Colleges), Punjab,





SCO No. 66-67, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.



…Respondent





 Complaint  Case No. 1900 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I. (Colleges), Punjab and Shri Ajit Singh, A.S.I. office of Chief Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, on behalf of  the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated  25-04-2014  addressed to the respondent, Sh.Gulshan Rai sought copy  of dispatch register and copy of Action Taken Report on his complaint dated 28.03.2014 sent to Shri Jagtar Singh, Assistant Deputy Director.

2.

The case was last heard on 09.12.2015, when  none was  present from the office of D.P.I.(Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of the respondents without any intimation nor an Action Taken Report had  been supplied to the complainant despite the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing.  Viewing the callous and lackadaisical attitude being adopted by the PIO of the office of DPI(Colleges) Punjab, seriously, one last opportunity was afforded  to him to supply the requisite Report to the appellant before the next date of hearing and explain reasons, in person, for delay,  on the next date of hearing, failing  which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him.  The case was adjourned for today.
3.

A letter dated 03.02.2016 has been received through e-mail from the complainant seeking exemption from personal appearance. He has informed that Action 
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Taken Report has not been provided to him as yet. He has requested to take action against the respondent and award him compensation. 
4.

Today, Shri Avtar Sigh, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I. (Colleges), Punjab, submits a Memo. No. 11KW-16/7-2012 Grant-2(6), dated 01.02.2016 from Deputy Director informing that a Committee has been constituted for taking action on the Inquiry Report received from the Vigilance Department. It has been assured that on completion of action by the Committee, Report will be supplied to the complainant. Accordingly, it is directed that as and when Action Taken Report is prepared, the same be sent to the complainant. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 







               
Sd/-



Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-02-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sukhdeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Balwinder Singh,

VPO: Malshian Bajan, Tehsil: Jagraon, District: Ludhiana.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o Secretary,

Regional Transport Authority, Patiala.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2268 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 25.05.2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri               Sukhdeep Singh sought copies of Survey Reports in respect of Mini Bus Permit Routes – Jagraon to Bhundri.

2.

The case was last heard on 09.12.2015, when the respondent submitted a letter No. 5584-85, dated 30.11.2015, from the PIO, addressed to the complainant with a copy endorsed to the Commission vide which the complainant had  been informed that the information had  been supplied to him vide letter No. 2524, dated 01. 07.2015 intimating that the sought Survey Report were  not available in their record. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply fresh Survey Report in respect of said Routes to the complainant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, none is present. In case the complainant is not satisfied with the provided information, his attention is invited to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

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

5.

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

6.

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









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-02-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karanbir Singh Bhunika,

S/o Sh. Nishan Singh,

VPO: Rukna Begu,

Tehsil and District: Ferozepur.





…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer








o/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.2307 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 30.03.2015,   addressed to the respondent, Shri Karanbir Sigh  sought various information/documents in respect of DTO Amritsar,  regarding auction of  fancy numbers and in respect of staff.
2.

The case was last heard on 09.12.2015, when none was  present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. A perusal of the case file reveald that the PIO had  asked the complainant to deposit Rs. 20,000/- as document charges.  Therefore, one more opportunity was  afforded to them to pursue their case in the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today again none is present on behalf of both the parties. The complainant is advised to obtain the information from the PIO after depositing Rs. 20,000/-.
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-02-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Tejinder Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village: Bholapur,

PO: Sahibana, Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana – 141123.



…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer








o/o District Transport Officer, Ferozepur. 


2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,


Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17 C, Chandigarh.


….Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 3116 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Tejinder Singh,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Ramesh Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the  respondents.

Shri  Tejnder Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 15.07.2015,       addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 2 points  in respect of Shri Davinder Singh, M.V.I.

2.

The case was  last heard on 09.12.2015, when the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. None was  present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2015 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant by registered post on 07.09.2015. The appellant denies it while stating that he has not received the information as yet. Consequently, the respondent hands over the information to the appellant in the court today, who after perusing the information expresses dis-satisfaction  and points out deficiencies in the information. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant as per his RTI application, before the next date of hearing, failing  which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
4.

Adjourned to  29.03.2016  at 11.00 AM 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04.02.2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Tejinder Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village: Bholapur,

PO: Sahibana, Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana – 141123.


…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer








o/o District Transport Officer, Mansa. 


2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,


Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17 C, Chandigarh.

….Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3114 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri Tejinder Singh,  Appellant,  in person.

None for  the respondents.
Shri  Tejinder Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 30.04.2015,        addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 8 points regarding new registrations including CCTV footage. 

2.

The case was last heard on 09.12.2015, when  the respondent handed  over information to the appellant in the court. The appellant, after perusing the information, submitted  that the provided information was  incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to furnish deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO  with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to supply complete information after removing the deficiencies. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that he has sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO. None is present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him, before the next date of hearing, failing; which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be taken against him.  
4.

Adjourned to 29.03.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04.02.2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Tejinder Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village: Bholapur,

PO: Sahibana, Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana – 141123.


…Appellant






Versus

1.
Public Information Officer








o/o District Transport Officer, Moga. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,


Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17 C,  Chandigarh.

….Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 3117 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Tejinder Singh,  Appellant, in person.
None for the respondents.
Shri  Tejinder Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 02.07.2015,        addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 7 points in respect of Motor Vehicle Inspector, Moga and his office.
2.

The case was last heard on 09.12.2015, when the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. None was present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO was directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. None is present on behalf of the respondents during second consecutive hearing without any intimation. Viewing this callous and lackadaisical approach of the PIO seriously, he is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission, failing which relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be invoked to initiate punitive action against him. 
4.

Adjourned to  29.03.2016  at 11.00 AM.









 Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04.02.2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Verma s/o Shri Banarsi Lal,

VPO: Mullanpur Garibdas,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2072 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the  Appellant.
Shri Hakam Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Gurminder Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the   respondents.
 

Shri Rajesh Verma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19-12-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 27 points in respect of Shri Jagdish Rai Jund, Sarpanch of Village Mullanpur alongwith grants received, income from other sources and detail of  expenditure incurred on various works got  executed by Panchayat, etc.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated   22-06-=2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22-06-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 02.09.2015.
3.

On 02.09.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the appellant informs that no information had  been supplied to the appellant as yet.
4.

 None was  present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation. 
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Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, BDPO Kharar was  directed to supply 

the requisite  information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. He was  also 

directed to explain the reasons for delay in the supply of the information, in person, on the next date of hearing. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Mohali to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned to  28.10.2015.

5.

On 28.10.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the respondents had  not received copy of orders dated 02.09.2015 and the appeal preferred by the appellant.  Consequently, the same were   handed over to him and the BDPO Kharar was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and explain the reasons for delay in the supply of information, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him.  A copy of the order was    forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Mohali to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned to 17.12.2015.
6.

On 17.12.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to the appellant as yet.  It was observed with concern that despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing vis-à-vis forwarding a copy of the order to DDPO, Mohali, the  BDPO Kharar was  not present  without any intimation. Viewing the callous and lackadaisical approach of BDPO Kharar seriously, a Show –Cause Notice was  issued to him to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. The case was adjourned for today.
 7.

Today, the respondent seeks some more time to enable them to supplythe requisite information to the appellant.  Accordingly, the respondent is directed to supply complete information to the appellant by registered post within 30 day.   The appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
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8.

It is noted with concern that BDPO Kharar is not present today to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice and explain reasons for delay in the supply of information, which has not been supplied till date.  Viewing this attitude of BDPO Kharar seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to him to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which action will be taken against him as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, ex-parte. 

 9.

Adjourned to 29.03.2016  at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-02-2016


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Malwinder Singh, 




REGISTERED



Block Development and Panchayat Officer,



Kharar, District: Mohali.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Jagjit Singh, S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Village Parach, PO- Mullanpur Garib Dass,

Tehsil Kharar, District: SAS Nagar.  




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar, District: SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Development & Panachayats Officer,

SAS Nagar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1158 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the  Appellant.
Shri Hakam Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Gurminder Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the   respondents.
Shri  Jagjit Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24.12.2014 addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 4 points regarding detail of works got executed during the tenure of Shri Ravinder Singh, Administrator and  a copy of report of action taken against him.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 11.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 18.03.2015,   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  01.04.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 24.06.2015.

3.

On 24.06.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. None was  present for the respondents nor any intimation had been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO 
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was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of

hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be taken against him. The case was adjourned to 23.07.2015.

4.

On 23.07.2015,  the respondent sought  some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which was granted. On the request of the respondent, the case  was adjourned to 26.08.2015.

5.

A letter dated 19.08.2015 was  received from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing  as he had  to appear in Mohali Court in connection with a  case. He  further informed that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. 

6.

On 26.08.2015,  the respondent again sought  some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant.  Accordingly, one last opportunity was  provided to the PIO  to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 21.10.2015.
7.

On 21.10.2015,  the respondent sought  some more time to enable them to supply  the requisite information to the appellant. He assured  that the information would  be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 17.12.2015. 
8.

On 17.12.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. It was  observed with concern that despite the directions of the Commission issued to the  BDPO Kharar to supply complete information to the appellant, none was present  without any information  nor the information had been supplied  to the appellant.  Viewing the callous and lackadaisical approach of BDPO Kharar seriously, a Show –Cause Notice was issued to him to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. The case was adjourned for today.
9.

Today, the respondent has brought information for handing over the same to the appellant, who is not present. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send this 
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information to the appellant by registered post. The appellant is directed to send his 
observations, if any, on the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
10.

It is noted with concern that BDPO Kharar is not present today to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice and explain reasons for delay in the supply of information. Viewing this attitude of BDPO Kharar seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to him to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which action will be taken against him as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, ex-parte. 
 11.

Adjourned to 29.03.2016  at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-02-2016


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Malwinder Singh, 




REGISTERED



Block Development and Panchayat Officer,



Kharar, District: Mohali.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gursharan Singh s/o Sh. Gurnam Singh,

VPO: Mullanpur Garibdas,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar, District: SAS Nagar(Mohali).
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

SAS Nagar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2073 of 2015

Order
Present: 
None for the  Appellant.
Shri Hakam Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Gurminder Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the   respondents.
Shri Gursharan Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated11-07-2014,  addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Point on letter dated 21.01.2014 submitted by Panches of Village: Mullanpur Garibdas for removal of encroachment on Panchayat Land. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 22-06-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  22-06-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 02.09.2015.

3.

On 02.09.2015, Ld. Counsel for the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to the appellant as yet.

4.

 None was  present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation. 
Contd…….p/2

AC- 2073 of 2015



-2-
Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, BDPO Kharar was  directed to supply 

the requisite  information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. He was  also directed to explain the reasons for delay in the supply of the information, in person, on the next date of hearing. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Mohali to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned to 28.10.2015

5.

On 28.10.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the respondents had  not received copy of orders dated 02.09.2015. Consequently, a copy of the orders dated 02.09.2015 was  handed over to him and the BDPO Kharar was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and explain the reasons for delay in the supply of information, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.  A copy of the order was    forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Mohali to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned to 17.12.2015.
6.

On 17.12.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to the appellant as yet.  It was  observed with concern that despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing vis-à-vis forwarding a copy of the order to DDPO, Mohali, the  BDPO Kharar was  not present  without any intimation. Viewing the callous and lackadaisical approach of BDPO Kharar seriously, a Show –Cause Notice was  issued to him to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. The case was adjourned for today.
 7.

Today, the respondent has brought information for handing over the same to the appellant, who is not present. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send this 

information to the appellant by registered post. The appellant is directed to send his 

observations, if any, on the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
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8.

It is noted with concern that BDPO Kharar is not present today to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice and explain reasons for delay in the supply of information. Viewing this attitude of BDPO Kharar seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to him to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which action will be taken against him as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, ex-parte. 

 9.

Adjourned to 29.03.2016  at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-02-2016


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Malwinder Singh, 




REGISTERED



Block Development and Panchayat Officer,



Kharar, District: Mohali.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardeep Singh,

H.No./ 132, Ganpati Enclave, Dabwali Road,

Bathinda.









…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer,( SE), Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o District Education Officer (SE), Bathinda. 


…Respondents







Appeal Case  No.  2746 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Hardeep Singh, appellant, in person alongwith his Counsel Shri Darshan Singh Bajaj, Advocate.
None  on behalf of the respondents.  
The case was last heard on 13.01.2016, when the respondent submitted  a letter No. 1565, dated 12.01.2016 from DEO(SE), Bathinda vide which he had  sought some more time to enable them to supply the information as the inquiry had  not been completed by D.P.I.(SE) as yet. Accordingly, PIO of the office of D.P.I.(SE), Punjab, Mohali was  directed to explain the position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. 
A copy of the order was forwarded to D.P.I.(SE), Punjab, Mohali to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned for today.
2.

Today, the appellant submits that inquiry has been completed by D.P.I.(SE), Punjab, Mohali but no information has been supplied to him so far. He submits a copy of Memo,. No. 2042-n5-8$103-15n5(6)$201, dated 20.01.2016 from Assistant Director, office of D.P.I.(SE), Punjab, Mohali, addressed to D.E.O.(SE), Bathinda in this regard vide which D.E.O.(SE) has been directed to supply information to the appellant.
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3.

None is present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the callous and lackadaisical approach of the PIO seriously,  a Show-Cause Notice is issued to the PIO to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit on the next date of hearing as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information. He is also afforded an opportunity of personal hearing before imposing penalty.
4.

The appellant submits that he may be awarded suitable compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him since 29.04.2015. In this case, the appellant has attended 5 hearings in the Commission while travelling from Bathinda. In view of the loss and detriment suffered by he appellant during this long period, I find full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005, a compensation of Rs. 5000/- (Rupees five thousand only) is awarded to Shri Hardeep Singh, Appellant, to be paid by the Public Authority through a Bank Draft within 20 days.
5.

Adjourned to 02-03-2016  at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-02--2016          


             State Information Commissioner
