STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com








COMPLAINT CASE NO.580/2016
Sh.Surinder Singh

H.No. 236, Ward No. 2

Morinda, Roopnagar.





….Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council ,Morinda










….Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Surinder Singh, the Complainant 


None for the respondent.
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that irrelevant information has been provided to him by the 

respondent after the lapse of five months.
2.
Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today's hearing, which shows that PIO has no regard for the notice issued by the Commission. 

3.
In view of the above, PIO- Sh. Rajneesh Sood, Executive Officer o/o Nagar Council, Morinda  to show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered. 


In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be  presumed that he 
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.580/2016
has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
4.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 06.06.2016 at 11.30AM.
5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 11.05.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner


Note:
After the hearing was over, Sh. Satish Kumar, clerk appeared and he was read out the above said order. 
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 11.05.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com






COMPLAINT CASE NO.585/2016
Sh.MohanLal,

Mahavir telecom Khai,DarwajaLehragaga,

Tehsil Lehragaga,

Dist. Sangrur.

….Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council

Zirakpur























….Respondent

Present :
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Rajesh Kumar J.E. (9646002654)

ORDER
1.
The complainant is absent for today's hearing and no intimation has been received from him about his absence. 
2.
Sh. Rajesh Kumar, J.E is appearing on behalf of the respondent files reply stating that a letter has already been issued to the complainant that he has sought voluminous information and it is not easy for the department to provide the same, so he is requested to point out the specific information. 
3.
The complainant is advised to point out in writing specific information to the respondent within one week with a copy to the Commission. 
4.       The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 06.06.2016 at 11.30AM.
5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
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Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 11.05.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner


Note:
After the hearing was over, the complainant appeared and he was read out the above said order.  

Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 11.05.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com








COMPLAINT CASE NO.602/2016
Er. Darshan Singh Sahi,S.E.PWD (B&R)

Kothi No.1046,Phase-4,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.

….Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Central Works Division,

PWD (B&R) Branch Pathankot










….Respondent

Present: 
Er. Darshan Singh Sahi, the complainant.


For the respondent Sh. Tarsem Lal XEN (9463770812)
ORDER
1.
The complainant states that after the lapse of four months no information has been provided to him by the respondent.

2.
 Sh. Tarsem Lal XEN is appearing on behalf of the respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the complainant today in the Commission.  COyp of the same is handed over to the complainant in the comission by the respondent.  The complainant is advised to go through the information and point out the deficiency, if any, in the information provided to the respondent before the next date of hearing with a copy to the Commission 
3.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 06.06.2016 at 11.30AM
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 11.05.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO.606/2016
Date of institution:15.03.2016

Date of decision:11.05.2016
Sh.Bharpur Singh

Village Mandiana,TehsilRajpura,

District Patiala

….Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Forest Officer,

Forest Department,Punjab,

Rajpura









….Respondent
Present: 
Sh. Bharpur Singh, the complainant.

For the respondent, Sh. Makhan Singh, Forest Range Officer (9814816501)

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 12.08.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 15.03.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 11.05.2016 in the Commission.

3.
Sh. Makhan Singh, Forest Range Officer is appearing on behalf of the respondent submits that the sought for information has already been provided to the complainant. 
4.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the sought for information has been provided to the complainant by the respondent on 02.05.2016.  In wake of the above, the instant Complaint Case is hereby, disposed of and closed. 
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5.  Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 11.05.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO.1027/2016
Sh.Raghbir Chand,

Village Rauni,Post Office Ranbirpura,

Nabha Road Patiala.
….Appellant 

Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Social &Security Officer,

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director,

Social Security & WCD Department,Govt, of Punjab,

SCO-102-103 Chandigarh-160034










….Respondent

Present:  
None for the appellant.

      
For the respondent Sh. Harsh Kumar, Supdt. (9888582405)
ORDER
1.
A letter has been received from the appellant in the Commission at diary no.11571 dated 10.05.2016 mentioning therein that due to some urgent reason, he cannot attend today's hearing and no information has been provided to him by the respondent. 
2.
Sh. Harsh Kumar, Supdt. Is appearing on behalf of the respondent files reply today in the Commission mentioning therein that the sought for information cannot be provided to the appellant being a third party information, which is exempted under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act 2005.  He further submits that a letter has already been written to the third party on 01.10.2015 for their remarks that either their information should be provided to the appellant or not and they have refused to do so.  On that basis, no information has been given to the appellant.
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3.
The appellant is advised to file his reply in this regard that what is a public interest is involved in seeking the information on the next date of hearing with a copy to the respondent.
4.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 06.06.2016 at 11.30AM
5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 11.05.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO.1029/2016
Dr. Neelam Gulati Sharma,

Director,POS,

Punjab State Council for S&T

MGSIPA Complex Sec-26

Chandigarh                                                                                                                    
….Appellant 

Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,
Punjab State Council for Science & Technology,

Sec-26, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director, 

Punjab State Council for Science & Technology,

Sec-26, Chandigarh










….Respondent

Present: 
Dr. Neelam Gulati, the appellant


For the respondent: Dr. R.K.Saxena, PIO,  (9915437268)

ORDER
1.
The appellant states that she has sought information regarding noting sheets and letters with regard to stepping up of pay of Dr. Neelima Jerath and Dr. Jatinder Kaur Arora but after the lapse of four months, no information has been provided to her by the respondent which shows that PIO is deliberately not providing the information.  
2.
Dr. R.K.Saxena, PIO is appearing in person files reply stating that the related file as sought by the appellant is lying in the Administrative department i.e. office of Secretary, Science, Technology & Environment.  It is not under their custody.
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3.
In view of the above, PIO-Dr. Sunil K.Saxena  to show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered. 


In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be  presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
4.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 06.06.2016 at 11.30 AM.
5.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 11.05.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO.1041/2016
Sh.Surinder Singh,

H.No. 236,Ward No.2,

Morinda.

….Appellant 
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Morinda

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director,Urban Local Bodies,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana 










….Respondent

Present 
Sh. Surinder Singh, the Complainant 



None for the respondent.

ORDER
1.
The appellant states that after the lapse of nine months, no information has been provided to him by the respondent. 

2.
Neither the PIO is present for today's hearing nor any intimation has been received from him about his absence.  

3.
Last opportunity is given to the respondent to provide the information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.

4.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 06.06.2016 at 11.30AM.
5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 11.05.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO.1073/2016
Sh.Inderjit Singh

Chamber No.40

District Court,Sector-43

Chandigarh.                             
….Appellant 
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Judge & Sessions Judge,

Roopnagar.

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Judge & Sessions Judge,

Roopnagar










….Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Ajay Singh, Advocate on behalf of the appellant (9814076290).
For the respondent Smt. Janak Dulari, Clerk (9876084402).

complainant.

ORDER
1.
Sh. Ajay Singh Parmar, Advocate is appearing on behalf of the appellant for today's hearing.  Representative of the appellant states that after the lapse of nine months, no information has been provided to him by the respondent.

2.
Smt. Janak Dulari, Distt. Judge Ropar is appearing on behalf of the respondent states that she has brought the sought for information to personally deliver it to the appellant today in the Commission.  Copy of the same is handed over to the appellant by the respondent. 
3.
 The appellant is advised to go through the information and point out the deficiency, if any, in the information provided to the respondent with a copy to the Commission before the next date of hearing. The respondent is directed that whatever 
deficiency will point out by the appellant should be made good before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
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4.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 06.06.2016 at 11.30AM.
5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 11.05.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO.1076/2016
Date of institution:14.03.2016

Date of decision:11.05.2016
Sh.Krishan Raj

Ward No.7,JattaMohalla,

Lehragaga

Dist. Sangrur.
….Appellant 
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o PUNSUP,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Manager,PUNSUP

Ludhiana









….Respondent
Present:  
None is present on behalf of the appellant.
For the respondent Sh Arshdeep Singh Rana, Senior Assistant (9417033139)

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 28.09.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 24.12.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 14.03.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.05.2016 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant has informed the Commission on telephone that he has received the information and is satisfied.  Therefore, his case may please be closed.
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4.
Sh. Arshdeep Singh Rana, Senior Assistant is appearing on behalf of the respondent files reply today in the Commission mentioning therein that the sought for information has already been provided to the appellant by hand on 10.05.2016 and he is satisfied with the information provided. 
5. 
After hearing the respondent and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the sought for information has been provided to the appellant by the respondent on 10.05.2016.  In wake of the above, the instant Appeal Case is hereby, disposed of and closed.
6.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 11.05.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner


