STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Vinay Bawa s/o Sh. B.D.  Bawa,

C/o BBF Industries, Village: Bhamian Kalan,

Tajpur Road, Ludhiana-141010.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o PSPCL, Ludhiana East, Focal Point,

SPL Jamalpur-III, Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o EIC/DS Central Zone, PSPCL,

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana-141001.



…Respondents
.

Appeal Case  No.  1892 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon
 , on behalf of the appellant. 
Shri Raminderjit Singh, Additional S.E. Operations Focal Point and Shri Paramjit Singh, UDC, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri Vinay Bawa Appellant vide an RTI application dated 11-02-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information pertaining to Account No. E31-FP19/0126 in the name of Shri Teja Singh  and Account No. E-31-FP-51/0817, BBF Industries Ltd. And other matters.. 

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 dated03-05-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  28-05-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 31-05-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Today, Shri Raminderjit Singh, Additional S.E. Operations,  Focal Point, appearing, on behalf of the respondents, informs the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide Memo. No. 2358/RTI(FP), dated 12.04.2016. Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, appearing  on behalf of the appellant, submits that the information in respect of Points No. 7.3 and 7.4 is incomplete and he points out deficiencies in the provided information.  Consequently, the matter is discussed in detail. After hearing both the parties, the PIO is directed to supply the remaining information and in case it is not available then a duly attested affidavit be submitted on the next date of hearing to the effect that the information available on record has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to Points No. 7.3 and 7.4  is available with them. 
4.

Adjourned to  12.10.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  08-09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Rajbir Singh s/o Sh. Didar Singh,

Ward No. 1, near Markfed, Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar-140118.







…..…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Roopnagar.








………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1144 of 2016

ORDER

Present:

None for the complainant.


Shri Inderjit Singh, ASI and Shri Kuljit Singh, Head Constable(304), on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 21-03-2016  addressed to the respondent, Shri Rajbir Singh sought various information/ documents relating to complaint No. SP-4601.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Rajbir Singh  filed a complaint dated nil with the Commission, which was received in it on 28-04-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

A letter No. 1463/RTI, dated 08.08.2016 has been received from SSP, Roopnagar informing that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 1358/RTI, dated 16.07.2016. A copy of letter dated 30.07.2016 from the complainant has also been sent alongwith letter dated 08.08.2016 vide which the appellant has submitted  that he has received the requisite information and the case may be closed. 
4.

Today, Shri Inderjit Singh, ASI and Shri Kuljit Singh, Head Constable(304), appearing on behalf of the respondent, inform that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant which has been duly received by him. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08-09--2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Bhupinder Kaur w/o Sh. Tarsem Singh,

C/O  Shri Hardial Singh, Q.No. 6, 
Police Colony, Thana Sadar,

Kurali, District:  SAS Nagar.





…….Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Superintendent of Police,

 GRP, Punjab, Patiala.






…….Respondent
Complaint Case No.1150 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant. 


Shri Karnail Singh, SDI, GRP, Patiala and Shri Sanjay Kumar, H.C., RTI Incharge, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated nil  addressed to the respondent, Ms. Bhupinder Kaur  sought copy of action taken report in case No. 99/15, u/s 174 Cr.PC, GRP, Patiala.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Ms. Bhupinder Kaur  filed a complaint dated 31-05-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 31-05-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

A letter No. 29955/RTI, dated 01.09.2016 has been received from Shri Gurmeet  Singh, PPS, PIO—cum-AIG, GRP, Punjab, Patiala vide which it has been informed that the sought information has not been supplied to the complainant  in public interest as it  relates to Smt. Shinder Pal Kaur,  who has not given her consent to supply the requisite  Inquest Report of her deceased husband Shri Paramjit Singh to the complainant. However, Shri Karnail Singh, SDI, GRP, Patiala informs that the record has been inspected by the complainant on 08.04.2016.  
4.

In view of the facts narrated above, I agree with the plea put forth by the PIO for not supplying the requisite information to the complainant. 
5.

Hence the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08-09--2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar Mangoch,

House No. 189-A, Garha,

Jalandhar City.







……….Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.




………Respondent

Complaint Case No.1135 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 11-04-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Raj Kumar sought various information/ documents on 15 points regarding various  types of Challans etc.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Raj Kumar  filed a complaint dated  16-05-2016 with the Commission, which was received in it on 27-05-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent without any intimation. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant 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.
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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: 08-09--2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Jeet Singh s/o Sh.Avtar Singh,

VPO: Majitha near Manjit Palace,

District: Amritsar.






…………Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Chief Engineer, PSPCL,

Operation, Sub Urban, Amritsar.





………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1124 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Narinder Jeet Singh, complainant, in person.




Shri Ashwani Kumar, SDO, on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 14-03-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Avtar Singh sought copy of action taken on complaint dated 26-03-2013 made against Shri Ashwani Kumar, Accountant. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Avtar Singh  filed a complaint dated  21-05-2016 with the Commission, which was received in it on    and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
3.

Today, Shri Ashwani Kumar, SDO,  appearing on behalf of the respondent, submits a Memo. No. 10992-96, dated 07.09.2016 from Senior Executive Engineer, Operations, Sub-Urban Division, Amritsar vide which information regarding Points No. 1 to 5 has been supplied and regarding Point No. 6 it has been informed that the matter is under consideration of Chief Engineer, Operations, Border Zone, PSPCL,  Amritsar. In these circumstances, the attention of the complainant 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 
Contd…..p/2

CC -  1124 of 2016


-2-
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, i.e. Chief Engineer, Operations, Border Zone, PSPCL,  Amritsar,  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: 08-09--2016


                        State Information Commissioner
CC:
Chief Engineer, Operations,

Border Zone, PSPCL, Amritsar.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harwinder Singh, Advocate,

Village: Gobindgarh, PO: Jugiana,

District:  Ludhiana.






……………Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Sub Divisional Officer,

PSPCL, Sahnewal, Ludhiana.




…………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1119 of 2016

ORDER
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 23-04-2016  addressed to the respondent, Shri Harwinder Singh sought copy of action taken on representation regarding account No. MF 23/0047.
.2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Harwinder Singh  filed a complaint dated 25-05-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 27-05-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent without any intimation. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant 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.
Contd……p/2

CC - 1135 of 2016



-2-

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: 08-09--2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Maan Singh,

House No. HIG-1622, Sector-70,

SAS Nagar.







……………Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Council, Kharar,

Distt. SAS Nagar.







………..Respondent
Complaint Case No. 1168 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Maan Singh, Complainant, in person.



Shri Inder Mohan Singh, J.E., on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 12-04-2016  addressed to the respondent, Shri Maan Singh sought various information/ documents relating to ZARACASA, housing project by Perfect Buildwell at Kharar.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Maan Singh  filed a complaint dated 03-06-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 03-06-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


3.

A letter No. 791, dated 01.09.2016 has been received from E.O., Nagar Council, Kharar informing that requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant  vide letter No. 5, dated 20.04.2016. A copy of provided information has  also been sent to the Commission, which has been taken on record.  The complainant informs that the provided information is unattested. Accordingly, Shri Inder Mohan Singh, J.E., appearing on behalf of the respondent, attests the provided information  and the complainant expresses  satisfaction.
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08-09--2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrik Singh s/o Sh. Baldev Singh,

Village: Surajpur, PO: Kole Majra,

Distt. Patiala.







…………..Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Sub Divisional Officer, PSPCL,

Commercial, Nabha, Distt. Patiala.




……….Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1167 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Amrik Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Ashok Sharma, SDO, PSPCL, Sub-Urban, Nabha, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 23-12-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Amrik Singh sought various information/ documents relating to four Motor accounts.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Amrik Singh  filed a complaint dated 24-05-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 02-06-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
3.

Today, Shri Ashok Sharma, SDO, PSPCL, Sub-Urban, Nabha, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, seeks time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the complainant, which is granted with the directions that complete information be supplied  to the complainant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission.  
4.

Adjourned to 09.11.2016 at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08-09--2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Tirath Singh Grewal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 129,

District  Courts, Ludhiana.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner )Dev),

Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1201 of 2016 

Order

Present: 
Shri Tirath Singh Grewal, appellant, in person.

Shri Rajesh Mittal, PIO-cum-Assistant Project Officer and Shri Gudawar Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of respondents. 

Shri Tirath Singh Grewal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03-07 2015  addressed to PIO sought particulars of Sarpanches of Village Ghalori, District: Patiala elected during the last 10 years. 

2.

Today, Shri Rajesh Mittal, PIO-cum-Assistant Project Officer, appearing on behalf of the respondents hands over requisite information to the appellant, who after perusing the same, submits that the information is incomplete. Accordingly, he is directed to send deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. Since the sought information relates to the office of DDPO, Patiala, he is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission after removing the deficiencies. 
3.

Adjourned to    25-10-2016 at 11.00 A.M.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:-08--09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
CC:

District Development and 



Panchayat Officer, Patiala.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Tirath Singh Grewal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 129,

District  Courts, Ludhiana.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner )Dev)
Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1199 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Tirath Singh Grewal, appellant, in person.

Shri Rajesh Mittal, PIO-cum-Assistant Project Officer and Shri Gudawar Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of respondents. 

Shri Tirath Singh Grewal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated nil addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding grants issued to Gram Panchayat Ghalori, District: Patiala during the last 10 years alongwith copies of Utilization Certificates.  

2.

Today, the appellant submits  that he has received requisite information to his satisfaction and the case may be closed. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  08--09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Tirath Singh Grewal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 129,

District Courts, Ludhiana.






……Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.








……Respondent
Complaint Case No. 709 of 2016

ORDER


Present: 
Shri Tirath Singh Grewal, appellant in person.




Shri Madhwa Nand, S.I.,  on behalf of respondents.
Vide RTI application dated 16-10-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri  Tirath Singh  Grewal sought information regarding licenced weapons which were deposited by the individuals during the elections held during the last 10 years. 

2.

A letter No. 2832/49AC/1121/1455/RTI, dated 24.08.2016 has been received from SSP, Patiala informing that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, which has been duly received by him on 24.08.2016. 

3.

Today, Shri Madhwa Nand, S.I., appearing  on behalf of respondents, submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant to his satisfaction. The complainant confirms it while stating that he has received the information and the case may be closed. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










 Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08-09-2016




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surjeet Singh s/o Sh. Ajaib Singh,

Village: Banwala Annu, Tehsil Malout,

Distt. Sri Muktsar Sahib.






……..Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer,

Sri Muktsar Sahib.







……….Respondent

Complaint Case No. 240 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Neeraj Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 22-09-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Surjeet Singh sought various information/ documents regarding vans plying in Lambi block of Sri Muktsar Sahib.

2.

The case was last heard on 25.07.2016, when again none was present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. The respondent  was  not present without any intimation nor the requisite information had  been supplied to the complainant despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing. Viewing this callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO 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,  subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/,  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 during this long period of about 19 months. He was  also afforded an opportunity of personal hearing before imposing penalty and awarding compensation. The case was adjourned for today.
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3.

Today,  Shri Neeraj Kumar, Clerk,  appearing on behalf of the respondent, informs that  requisite information has been supplied to the complainant by registered post on 09.08.2016. The complainant is not present during third consecutive hearing without any intimation.  Therefore, he is directed to send  his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 

4.

Despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, DTO Sri Muktsar Sahib is not present  today nor reply to the Show –Cause Notice issued to him has been submitted by  him. Therefore, one last opportunity is afforded to him submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice and explain reasons for delay  in the supply of information, in person orally as well,  failing which action for imposing penalty and awarding compensation will be taken, ex-parte. 
5.

Adjourned to  25.10.2016 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08-09-2016




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 is present on behalf of 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 25.07.2016, when  again none was  present from either side. However, a telephonic message was  received from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to ill health. He  further informed that no information had  been supplied to him so far. The respondent  was  not present without any intimation nor the requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing. Viewing this callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO 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,  subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/-,  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 during this long period of about 19 months. He was  also afforded an opportunity of 
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personal hearing before imposing penalty and awarding compensation. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant submits that despite the issuance of Show-Cause Notice to the PIO by the Commission on the last date of hearing none is present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation  nor any information has been supplied to him. Viewing the disobedience of the orders of the Commission by Superintendent Sales-cum-PIO, Improvement Trust, Amritsar seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to him to supply complete information to the appellant within one month, under intimation to the Commission. He is also directed to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice , in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which action for imposing penalty upon him for the delay in the supply of information and awarding compensation to the appellant  for the loss and detriment suffered by him, will be taken ex-parte. 
4.

A copy each of the order  is forwarded to Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh and Shri Arvind Sharma, EO,  Improvement Trust Amritsar, to ensure the compliance of the orders.
5.

Adjourned to  25.10.2016 at 11.00 A.M.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 08-09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
CC:

Director Local Government, Punjab,


REGISTERED


Local Government Bhawan,



Sector: 35, Chandigarh.


Shri Arvind Sharma,




REGISTERED
Executive Officer,
Improvement Trust, Amritsar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Kartar Singh s/.o  Sh. Bachan Singh,

196, Harinder Nagar, Tripari Town, Patiala- 144701.


……Appellant



                                          Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o S.E.,  Sub Station Design, 

Punjab State Transmission Corporation  Ltd,

Opposite Kali Mata Mandir, Mall Road, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o  Chief Engineer, T.S.,  PSTCL,

Opposite Kali Mata Mandir, Mall Road, Patiala.


…….Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1706 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Kartar Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Balwinder Virdi,  Additional S.E. and Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Superintendent Accounts, PSTCL,  Patiala and on behalf of the respondents.   
 

Shri Kartar Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 12-10-2015 addressed to PIO sought details of provisional pension including deductions made from it for the period from February, 2007 to July, 2015. 

2.

Today, the appellant submits that the requisite information has been supplied to him late deliberately just to harass him. He submits his observations, a copy of which is handed over to the respondents present today. Accordingly, the PIO is directed  to make  a written submission on the next date of hearing  in response to the observations submitted by the appellant. 
3.

Adjourned to 25.10.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









 
 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 08-09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
