STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ashok Kumar Joshi s/o Sh. Hari Krishan,

Near Baba Puraji, Mohalla Sharaffan,

Rahon, Distt. SBS Nagar.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Rahon, District:  SBS Nagar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Regional Deputy Director,

Local Govt., Jalandhar.





…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  3180 of 2016

Order
Present: 
Shri Ashok Kumar Joshi, Appellant, in person.

Shri Ajay Vashisht and Shri Onkar Singh, Junior Assistants, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Ashok Kumar Joshi, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22-07-2016 addressed to PIO sought list of names of Mohallas falling within the jurisdiction of Nagar Council, Rahon since its inception.
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  02-09-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 24-09-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 27-09-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

A letter No. 1938, dated 29.11.2016 has been received from PIO-cum-E.O., Nagar Council, Rahon vide which it has been informed that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 1704, dated 18.11.2016, which has been duly received by the appellant on21.11.2016. A copy of receipt taken from the appellant has also been sent vide letter dated 29.11.2016. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-


 

Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  06-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Shubh Kumar,

197/20, Pathakan Mohalla, Devi Duala Chowk,

Nabha, Distt. Patiala.








…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Patiala.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  3173 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Rajan Bansal on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Ravi Kumar, Excise and Taxation Inspector, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Shubh Kumar,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 20-04-2016 addressed to PIO sought copies of bills sent for verification to the Department on 21-03-2016.
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 25-05-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated nil  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 12-09-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, Shri Rajan Bansal, appearing on behalf of the appellant, informs that provided information is incomplete. Shri Ravi Kumar, Excise and Taxation Inspector,  appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that RTI application was received in their office on 02.12.2016 and a report has been called for from the Sub-Office at Nabha. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 25 days, under intimation to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to   10.01.2017  at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-

Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Nasib Singh s/o Sh. Sawan Singh,

VPO: Sohana (near Old Police Station),

SAS Nagar (Mohali).








…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Engineer (Electrical),

PSPCL,  Industrial Area, Phase-VII, Mohali.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Sub Divisional Engineer (Electrical),

PSPCL,  Industrial Area, Phase-VII, Mohali.


                   …Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  3138 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Nasib Singh, Appellant, in person.



None for the respondents.


 

Shri Nasib Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23-04-2016 addressed to PIO sought action taken report on his application dated 04-03-2016.
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  06-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 30-10-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23-09-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him, though a period of more than 9 months has passed. None is present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation nor requisite information has been supplied  to the appellant.  Viewing  this callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, he is directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 15 days, under intimation to the Commission and explain  reasons for delay,  in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the relevant  provisions of RTI Act, 2005, will be initiated against him. 
4.

Adjourned to  28.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-

Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Mohd. Sariff s/o Sh. Sabar Ali,

Village: Binjoli Khurd, PO: Haider Nagar,

Distt. Sangrur- 148023.







…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Inspector General of Police,

Zone-1, Patiala.






    …Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  3296 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Shri Kuldeep Singh, H.C.(No. 1413 – Sangrur) , on behalf 
 of the respondents.
Shri Mohd. Safiff Appellant vide an RTI application dated 18-04-2016 addressed to PIO sought attested copy of inquiry conducted by SHO, Police Station, Amargarh against Shri Sarup Singh son of Shri Jangir Singh, Postman,  resident of Bhaini Kalan.
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  20-07-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  06-09-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 07-09-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 137/RTI, dated 05.12.2016 from SSP Sangur vide which it has been informed that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, which has been duly received by him on 28.11.2016. A copy of receipt taken from the appellant has also been sent alongwith the said letter.
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-

Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  06-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harinder Singh s/o Sh. Gian Singh,

H.No. 36 Q, Ward No. 06, Deepnagar,

Randhawa Road, Kharar, Distt.SAS Nagar.




…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Inspector General of Police,

Zone-1, Patiala.






…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  3118 of 2016

Order
Present: 
Shri Harinder Singh, Appellant, in person alongwith Shri Dalbir Singh.

Shri Kuldeep Singh, H.C.( No. 1413-Sangrur), on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Harinder Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 06-06-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding FIR No. 160, dated 29-12-2015 registered in Police Station, Bhawanigarh.

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  25-07-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 20-09-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 20-09-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the appellant informs that a copy of Inquiry Report , Status Report 
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as well as Action Taken Report have not been supplied to him so for. The respondent  submits a letter No. 136/RTI, dated 05.12.2016 from SSP Sangrur vide which it has been informed that requisite information could not been supplied to the appellant as the Cancellation Report is pending in the court. It has been assured that as and when the Cancellation Report is approved by the court, the requisite information will be supplied to he appellant.  Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant as well as the Cancellation Report is approved by the court.
4.

Adjourned to   24.01.2017  at 11.0.0. A.M.









 Sd/-

Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Advocates’ Chambers, District Courts,

Sector 76, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Engineer, PSPCL,

Moga (city), Moga.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Chief Engineer,  West Circle, PSPCL,

Bathinda.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  3247 of 2016

Order

Present:
Shri H. S. Hundal, Appellant, in person.

Shri Sukhdeep Singh, SDO and Shri Babu Singh, Lineman, on behalf of the respondents. 
 

Shri H.S. Hundal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15-06-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on six full points and 17 sub heads relating to implementation of provisions of Section 4 of the RTI Act, 2005. 
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 nil under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 29-09-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 29-09-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent hands over information to the appellant, who after perusing the same, informs that the information is incomplete. He points out the deficiencies in the information. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him.
4.

Adjourned to 10.01.2017  at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-

Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  06-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Advocates’ Chambers, District Courts,

Sector 76, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Engineer, PSPCL,

Moga (city), Moga.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, West Circle, PSPCL,

Bathinda.







…….…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  3248 of 2016

Order

Present:
Shri H. S. Hundal, Appellant, in person.

Shri Sukhdeep Singh, SDO and Shri Babu Singh, Lineman, on behalf of the respondents. 
 

Shri HS Hundal Appellant vide an RTI application dated 04-03-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on 13 points relating to the Power Theft Cases, pilferage of power, unauthorized use of electricity and unauthorized extension of load cases  caught since 01.04.2015 till supply of information. 
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  28-05-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 29-09-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 29-09-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. After discussing the matter, the respondent seeks time to enable him  to supply the requisite information to the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission.
4.

Adjourned to  10.01.2017  at 11.00 A.M.






 




Sd/-

Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  06-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Advocates’ Chambers, District Courts,

Sector 76, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Engineer, PSPCL,

Moga (city), Moga.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Chief Engineer, PSPCL, Moga.




          …Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  3291 of 2016

Order

Present:
Shri H. S. Hundal, Appellant, in person.

Shri Sukhdeep Singh, SDO and Shri Babu Singh, Lineman, on behalf of the respondents. 
 
Shri H.S.Hundal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15-06-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on 10 points relating to Right to Service Act in which XENs, A.Es/A.E.Es are the designated Officers.
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 15-07-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 21-09-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 21-09-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent hands over information to the appellant, who after perusing the same, informs that the information is incomplete. He points out the deficiencies in the information. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him.
4.

Adjourned to 10.01.2017  at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-

Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  06-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Lal Garg s/o Sh.Mdan Lal,

# 28, Highland Society, Baltana,

(Zirakpur) Distt. SAS Nagar.





……….Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Zirakpur, Distt.SAS Nagar.



………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1176 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Krishan Lal Garg, Complainant, in person.




Shri Rajiv Sharma,  Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.




Vide RTI application dated nil  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Krishan Lal Garg sought various information/ documents regarding tubewells falling within the jurisdiction of Municipal Council, Zirakpur.

2.

The case was last herd on 27.10.2016, when  Shri Gursewak Singh, Junior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent,  informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 8435, dated 26.08.2016. He submitted  a copy of provided information, which was  taken on record. The complainant expressed  dissatisfaction while stating that the provide information was  incomplete. Consequently, the matter was  discussed in detail. After discussing the matter and hearing both the parties, the respondent  was   directed to supply  copy of CLU letter to the complainant. The case was adjourned for today. 

3.

Today, the complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him so far.  After the complainant has left, the respondent appears before the Commission and informs that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 9879, dated 25.11.2016. Accordingly, the 
respondent is directed  to send one more copy of the information to the complainant. In case,  the 
Contd…….p/2
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complainant is not satisfied with the provided information, then 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 available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

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

6.

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










Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 06-12-2016


                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Lal Garg s/o Sh.Mdan Lal,

# 28, Highland Society, Baltana,

(Zirakpur) Distt. SAS Nagar.





……….Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Zirakpur, Distt.SAS Nagar.



……Respondent

Complaint Case No.1174 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Krishan Lal Garg, Complainant, in person.




Shri Rajiv Sharma,  Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 24-11-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Krishan Lal Garg sought various information/ documents regarding G.K.resort falling within the jurisdiction of Municipal Council, Zirakpur.

2.

The case was last herd on 27.10.2016, when  Shri Gursewak Singh, Junior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent,  informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 8435, dated 26.08.2016. He submitted  a copy of provided information, which was  taken on record. The complainant expressed  dissatisfaction while stating that the provide information was  incomplete. Consequently, the matter was  discussed in detail. After discussing the matter and hearing both the parties, the respondent  was   directed to supply  copy of CLU letter to the complainant. The case was adjourned for today. 
3.

Today, the complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him so far.  After the complainant has left, the respondent appears before the Commission and informs that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 9879, dated 25.11.2016. Accordingly, the 
respondent is directed  to send one more copy of the information to the complainant. In case,  the 
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complainant is not satisfied with the provided information, then 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 available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

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

6.

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









Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 06-12-2016


                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Lal Garg s/o Sh.Mdan Lal,

# 28, Highland Society, Baltana,

(Zirakpur) Distt. SAS Nagar.





………Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Zirakpur, Distt.SAS Nagar.


   ……………Respondent

Complaint Case No.1175 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Krishan Lal Garg, Complainant, in person.




Shri Rajiv Sharma,  Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 24-11-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Krishan Lal Garg sought various information/ documents regarding showrooms in Victoria Heights and Royal Empire-2 at Peermuchhaila- Kishanpura.

2.

The case was last herd on 27.10.2016, when  Shri Gursewak Singh, Junior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent,  informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 8435, dated 26.08.2016. He submitted  a copy of provided information, which was  taken on record. The complainant expressed  dissatisfaction while stating that the provide information was  incomplete. Consequently, the matter was  discussed in detail. After discussing the matter and hearing both the parties, the respondent  was   directed to supply  copy of CLU letter to the complainant. The case was adjourned for today. 

3.

Today, the complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him so far.  After the complainant has left, the respondent appears before the Commission and informs that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 9879, dated 25.11.2016. Accordingly, the 
respondent is directed  to send one more copy of the information to the complainant. In case,  the 
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complainant is not satisfied with the provided information, then 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 available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

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

6.

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










Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 06-12-2016


                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Chander Shekhar,

House No. 2012, Bazar Babian, 

Gali Murli Wali, Amritsar.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority-cum-Executive Officer,






O/o Improvement Trust,  Amritsar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2761 of 2015

Order


Present:
Shri Chander Shekhar, Appellant, in person.



None for  the respondents.




Shri, Chander Shekhar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 06-01-2015 addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding plot No. 1286/10 in Kucha Panditan. 

2.

The case was last heard on 25.10.2016, when the respondent submitted  a letter No. AIT/SS/RTI/8100, dated 12.10.2016 from PIO-cum-Superintendent Sales, Improvement Trust, Amritsar vide which it was  informed that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. AIT/SS/RTI/13594, dated 12.01.2016, which was  duly received by him. The appellant submitted  that he submitted RTI application on 06.01.2015 and the information had been supplied after one year. He requested  that he might  be compensated suitably for the loss and detriment suffered by him during this period of one year  as he  had  attended hearings in Chandigarh while travelling from Amritsar. In view of the loss and detriment suffered by the appellant during this long period of one year, I  found  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. 2500/-(Rupees two thousand five hundred only) 
was  awarded to Shri Chander Shekhar, appellant, to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. Improvement Trust Amritsar, through a Bank Draft, within 30 days and confirmation to 
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this effect would  be furnished to the Commission.  Besides, 
It was  noted with concern that the PIO  had not submitted reply to the Show-Cause Notice issued to him on 25.07.2016 for the delay in the supply of information. Viewing the disobedience of the orders of the Commission by the PIO seriously,  one last opportunity was  afforded to him to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice on the next date of hearing.  He was  also afforded an opportunity of person hearing on the next date of hearing, failing which action would  be taken for imposing penalty upon him, ex-parte. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that compensation amount of Rs. 2500/- has not been paid to him till date. None is present on behalf of the respondents. However a copy of letter No. AIT/SS(RTI)/10175-78, dated 05.12.2016 has been received through e-mail from the PIO-cum-Superintendent Sales, Improvement Trust Amritsar vide which it has been informed that compensation amount of Rs. 2500/- has been sent to the appellant through a Bank Draft No. 608588, dated 05.12.2016. It is noted with concern that reply to the Show-Cause Notice, issued to the PIO on 25.07.2016, has not been submitted by him till date. Viewing the lapse on the part of the PIO, seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to him to submit reply, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which action for imposing penalty will be taken ex-parte.
4.

Adjourned to  03.01.2017 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-

Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Arvind Sharma,
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Improvement Trust, Amritsar.
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Shri  Pawan Kumar Sharma,

H.No. 585, Phase-2, SAS Nagar.






…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Additional Superintending Engineer,

Operation Division, PSPCL, Kharar,

District:  SAS Nagar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Additional Superintending Engineer,

Operation Division, PSPCL, Kharar,

District:  SAS Nagar.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2410 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Pawan Kumar Sharma, Appellant, in person.



None for the respondents.
 

Shri Pawan Kumar Sharma  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 02-02-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on four points relating to electric connections sanctions by PSPCL in Swaraj Enclave, Chajju Manjra, Kharar since 2009 alongwith detail of raids/checks conducted and penalties imposed. 
2.

The case was last heard on 01.11.2016, when  the appellant informed  that he had  sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO vide letter dated 13.10.2016 but no information had  been received as yet. None was  present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation during second consecutive hearing nor requisite information was  supplied to the appellant.  Viewing the callous attitude of the PIO seriously, another opportunity  was  afforded to the PIO to supply complete information after removing the deficiencies, 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 for today.
Contd……p/2
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3.

Today, the appellant informs that despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, no information has been supplied to him. None is present on behalf of the respondents during third consecutive hearing without any intimation  nor requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. Viewing  this callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, a Show-Cause Notice is issued to the PIO to explain reasons for delay through a duly attested affidavit 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 to the appellant  and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered him during  last 10 months. 
4.

Adjourned to 10.01.2017  at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-

 

Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
