STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Pardeep Kumar s/o Shri Tilak Raj,

House No. 169/563, New Golden Avenue, Amritsar.



Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o District & Sessions Judge, Amritsar.





Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2107 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
Shri Pardeep Kumar, complainant, in person.




None for  the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 07-05-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Pardeep Kumar sought attested copies of eight  judgments passed by the District & Sessions Judge, Amritsar. 

2.

During hearing  on 03.02.2016,   the complainant informed  that he had  sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission  but no information had been supplied to him as yet. 
Accordingly, the complainant was again  directed to send his observations, if any, on the information  supplied to him by the PIO  vide letter No. 1014, dated 02.02.2016, to the PIO, with  a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 09.03.2016.
3.

On 09.03.2016,  the complainant informed  that he had sent his observations/deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. He asserted  that the  information could  easily be supplied as the same was not covered under Rule 4.1 of Correction Slip No. 174/II-D4, dated 31.03.2014 of Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court. Since none was  present on behalf of the respondent, without any intimation, the PIO was   directed to file a written submission in response to observations made by the complainant,  before  the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the complainant informs that no information has been supplied to 
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him so far. It is noted with concern that despite the issuance of directions by the Commission on the last date of hearing, the PIO is not present without any intimation to file a written submission in response to the observations made by the complainant Therefore, one last opportunity is afforded to the respondent PIO to file  written submission in response to the observations made by the complainant, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.
5.

Adjourned to 21.07.2016 at  11.00 A.M. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 11-05-2016




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate,

8/237, Jagraon Road, Mandi Mullanpur Dakha,

District:  Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,





O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.

…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3030 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Harvinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of  the respondents.
 
Shri Rakesh Kumar Gupta Appellant vide an RTI application dated 07-05-2015, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on seven  points regarding first ownership and  subsequent transfers of Vehicle bearing Registration Number PB-11-BF-9615 alongwith copies of enclosed documents.

2.

The case was last heard on 10.03.2016, when  a letter dated 09.03.2016 was  received from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to hearing of another case  in Ludhiana Courts. He  further informed that complete information had  still not been supplied to him. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
The respondent was  not present without any intimation nor complete information had been supplied by him to the appellant. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded 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 for today.
3.

Today, a letter 10.05.2016 has been received through e-mail from the 
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appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing due to hearing of another case in Ludhiana Courts. He has further informed that complete information has not been supplied to him so far. 
4.

The respondent has brought the requisite information for handing over the same to the appellant in the court today. Since the appellant is not present today, the respondent is directed to send this information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
5.

Adjourned to  21.07.2016  at 11.00 A.M.  










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-05-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana – 141010.





…..Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab,
Vikas Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab,
Vikas Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.



…..Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1601 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri Kuldip  Kumar Kaura,  Appellant, in person.
None for the  respondents.
Shri  Kuldip Kumar Kaura, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 11.02.2015, addressed to PIO, sought certain information concerning appeal filed by  Ex-Sarpanch Shri Paramjit Singh, Gram Panchayat,  Sidhwan Bet alongwith copies of certain documents.

2.

During hearing  on 03.02.2016, the appellant was not present and   the respondent submitted  a duly attested  affidavit from Shri Saudagar Singh, Law Officer-cum-PIO,  explaining in detail the facts of the case and informing that the requisite information had been sent to the appellant vide letter No. 300, dated 27.01.2016. Accordingly, 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 to 10.03.2016.
3.

On 10.03.2016,  the appellant informed  that the information regarding Point No. 1 was  incomplete as copies of supporting documents had not been supplied 
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as yet. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply remaining  information regarding Point No. 1 to the appellant, before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission.  The appellant  further submitted  that the information had  been delayed for more than 13 months, which was  still incomplete. He requested  that action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 might  be taken against the PIO for the delay in the supply of information and  he might be  awarded suitable compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him during this long period. Accordingly, a Show-Cause Notice was  issued to the PIO to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit as to why a penalty @ 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 since 11.02.2015, the date of submission of instant  RTI application. 
4.

After the hearing was  over and the appellant had left, Shri Onkar Singh, Panchayat Officer, appeared  before the Commission on behalf of the respondents. He informed  that the PIO was unable to attend hearing as he was  attending Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in connection with another case. He requested  to adjourn the case to some other date. Accordingly, he was  apprised of the proceedings taken place during hearing of the case. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant submits that complete information regarding Point No. 1 has not been supplied to him as yet. He further submits that penalty may be imposed upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of complete information and he may be awarded suitable compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him since 11.02.2015. 
6.

It is noted with concern that despite issuance of Show-Cause Notice to the PIO on the last date of hearing, he is again not present today without any intimation to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice nor complete  information has been supplied to the appellant. Viewing this callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to him to supply complete information to the appellant and submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice issued to him, failing which action for imposing penalty will be taken, ex-parte. 
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7.

So far as the request of the appellant for awarding him a suitable compensation is concerned, the appellant has attended five  hearings in this case in the Commission  while travelling from Ludhiana. In view of the loss and detriment suffered by the 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. 4000/-(Rupees Four thousand only)  is awarded to Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, appellant, to be paid by the Public Authority through a Bank Draft within 30 days.
8.

Adjourned to  21.07.2016 at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-05-2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satinder Singh Dhillon s/o

Shri Gurbachan Singh Dhillon,

Dhillon Transport, Mansa.






…..Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Regional Transport Authority, Bathinda.




……Respondent

Complaint Case No. 57 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Satinder Singh Dhillon, complainant, in person.




None for the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 05-06-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Satinder Singh Dhillon sought various information/ documents alongwith Action Taken  Report on his representations dated 27-06-2015, 09-02-2015, 20-02-2015 and 23-02-2015.

2.

The case was last heard on 15.03.2016, when  the complainant submitted  that a period of 9 months had  lapsed but  no information had been supplied to him so far. None was  present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation nor any information had  been supplied to the complainant. Viewing the absence vis-à-vis callous attitude of the respondent PIO  seriously, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. None is present during second consecutive hearing without any intimation. Viewing this callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, a Show-Cause Notice is issued to the PIO of the office of Regional Transport Authority, Bathinda to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- 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 complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him during this period. 
4.

Adjourned to  21-07-2016 at 11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 11-05--2016




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Satinder Singh Dhillon s/o

Shri Gurbachan Singh Dhillon,

Dhillon Transport, Mansa.






……..Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Regional Transport Authority, Bathinda.




……..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 58 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Satinder Singh Dhillon, complainant, in person.




None for the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 23-05-2015   addressed to the respondent, Shri  Satinder Singh Dhillon sought various information/ documents on four points regarding meeting for renewal of  permits.

2.

The case was last heard on 15.03.2016, when  the complainant submitted  that a period of about 10  months had  lapsed but  no information had  been supplied to him so far. None was  present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation nor any information had been supplied to the complainant. Viewing the absence vis-à-vis callous attitude of the respondent PIO  seriously, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. None is present during second consecutive hearing without any intimation. Viewing this callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, a Show-Cause Notice is issued to the PIO of the office of Regional Transport Authority, Bathinda to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- 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 complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him during this period. 

4.

Adjourned to  21-07-2016 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 11-05--2016




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrik Singh,

S/o Shri Shingara Singh,

Ajit Nagar, BEAS,Tehsil: Baba Bakala Sahib,

District: Amritsar – 143201.





…Complainant


Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o Tehsildar, Baba Bakala,

District: Amritsar – 143202.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2509 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri Amrik Singh,  complainant, in person.
Shri Balbir Singh, Assistant Office Kanungo and Shri Ranjit Singh, Patwari,  on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application addressed to the respondent, Shri  Amrik Singh              sought various information/documents regarding ownership of a particular piece of land.
2.

The case was last heard on 15.03.2016, when  the respondent  submitted  a letter No. 752, dated 14.03.2016 from Tehsildar, Baba Bakala vide which it had been informed  that as per directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, the complainant had  not submitted a copy of the judgement of the Court. 

3.

A letter dated 15.03.2016 was  received from the complainant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing  due to ill health. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other day. 
Accordingly, the complainant  was  directed to submit a copy of judgement passed by the Court to the PIO so that Action Taken Report could be supplied to him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Shri Balbir Singh, Assistant Office Kanungo, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, submits  that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 846, dated 10.05.2016. A copy of the provided information is submitted to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-05-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase- 3B1, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Legal Services Authority,

Judicial Courts Complex, Patiala- 147001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o  District Legal Services Authority,

Judicial Courts Complex, Patiala- 147001.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2764 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the  appellant.
Shri Amit Aggarwal, Clerk, office of District Legal Services Authority, Patiala, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri H.S.Hundal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15-04-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on  10 points regarding working, procedures and expenditure of District Legal Services Authority, Patiala.

2.

The case was last heard on 15.03.2016, when  the respondent submitted  that RTI application of the appellant was received by them on 18.04.2015 and the appellant was asked vide letter dated 24.04.2015 for depositing document charges amounting to Rs. 15976/-. Now the appellant had  scaled down the documents and accordingly, he had  been asked to deposit Rs. 4500/- as  document charges  vide a letter by registered post and since he had  not deposited the amount till date, the requisite information had  not been  supplied to him. The respondent also submitted  a written submission dated 14.03.2016 from PIO-cum-Secretary, District Legal Services Authority, Patiala requesting that the appellant might  be ordered to deposit the requisite fees alongwith self addressed envelop with necessary  postal stamps for supply of copies, failing which his appeal might be dismissed.  
Since the appellant was  not present ,   the respondent was  directed to send  a copy of that  written submission from 
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PIO-cum-Secretary, DLSA, Patiala  to the appellant for his observations, if any, for consideration on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant stresses that he has never received  letter No. 155, dated 24.04.2015 sent to him by ordinary post vide which he has been asked to deposited documents charges amounting to Rs. 15976/-. He requests that requisite information may be supplied to him, free of cost. On the other hand, the respondent emphasizes that since the appellant has been asked to deposit document charges within stipulated time frame, to obtain requisite information, the appellant may be directed to obtain the information after depositing the document charges. In these circumstances, the case is remanded to  Additional Member Secretary-cum- First Appellate Authority, Punjab Legal Services Authority, Old District Courts Complex, Sector: 17, Chandigarh to decide the matter within 30 days after hearing both the parties. 
4.

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. 

5.

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: 11-05--2016          


          State Information Commissioner
CC:

Additional Member Secretary



REGISTERED
-cum- First Appellate Authority, 
Punjab Legal Services Authority,
 Old District Courts Complex, Sector: 17, 
Chandigarh


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satinder Singh Dhillon s/o
Shri Gurbachan Singh Dhillon,

Dhillon Transport, Mansa.






………Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation, Bathinda.



…….Respondent

Complaint Case No.  56 of 2016

ORDER

Present:          Shri Satinder Singh Dhillon , complainant in person.
Shri Sukhmander Singh, Superintendent and Shri Gurcharan Singh, Inspector, PRTC, Bathinda,  on behalf of respondents.


Vide RTI application dated  20-07-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Satinder Singh Dhillon, sought copy of action taken report on his letter dated 15-06-2015. 
2.
The case was last heard on 17.03.2016, when   Shri Sukhmander Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of respondents,  informed   that the information asked for by the appellant had   been provided to him. He submitted  a  copy of provided information, which was  taken on record. The appellant submitted  that the provided  information was  incorrect and misleading.  He pointed  out the deficiencies in the provided information. Accordingly, the respondent  was  directed to supply  complete  and correct information to the appellant before the next date of hearing in view of the deficiencies pointed out by him. The case was adjourned for today.
3.
Today, the respondent seeks some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information and assures that the information will be supplied within 10 days. 
4.             On the request of the respondent, the case is adjourned to  21-07-2016 at  11.00 A.M. for  confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 11-05- 2016




State Information Commissioner

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 District  Development & Panachayats Officer,

SAS Nagar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1158 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Malwinder Singh, BDPO Kharar alongwith Shri Manish Joshi, Advocate, 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.

During hearing  on 29.03.2016,  the respondent informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant was  not present nor any  observation had been received from him, which showed  that he had received the information and was  satisfied. 
The respondent informed  that BDPO was  not able to attend hearing as he was  on leave. He submitted  a copy of his leave application, which was  taken on record. Accordingly, one last opportunity was  afforded to the BDPO to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice issued to him and explain the factual position in person on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be taken against him ex-parte. The case was adjourned to 19.04.2016, which was further postponed to 20.04.2016 as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.
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3.

On 20.04.2016 again,  BDPO  was  not present to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice without any intimation. Viewing this callous and irresponsible  attitude of the PIO seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to him to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice, failing which action would  be taken ex-parte. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, BDPO, Kharar is present alongwith his Counsel. Ld. Counsel for the respondents submits  that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant by registered post on 26.03.2016. It is noted with concern that BDPO Kharar has not brought a reply to the Show-Cause Notice issued to him for the delay in the supply of information to the appellant. Accordingly, one last opportunity is afforded to him to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice, on the next date of hearing failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be taken against him, ex-parte.
5.

Adjourned to 21.07.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-05-2016


             State Information Commissioner
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 Gurminder Singh, Superintendent; Shri Hakam Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Smt. Rajni, Clerk,  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.

The case was last heard on 29.03.2016, when the respondent informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant was  not present nor any  observation had been received from him, which showed  that he had received the information and was  satisfied. 
3.

The respondent informed  that BDPO was  not able to attend hearing as he was  on leave. He submitted  a copy of his leave application, which was  taken on record. Accordingly, one last opportunity was  afforded to the BDPO to submit reply to 
the Show-Cause Notice issued to him and explain the factual position in person on the 
next date of hearing, failing which action would be taken against him ex-parte. The case was adjourned to 19.04.2016, which was further postponed to 20.04.2016 as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.

Contd…..p/2

AC – 2073  of 2015   


-2- 
4.

After the hearing was over, Shri C.L. Premy, Advocate, appeared before the Commission on behalf of the appellant. He was  apprised of the proceedings taken place during  hearing of the case.  
5.

On 20.04.2016 again,  BDPO  was  not present to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice without any intimation. Viewing this callous and irresponsible  attitude of the PIO seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to him to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice, failing which action would  be taken ex-parte. The case was adjourned for today.

6.

Today, BDPO, Kharar is present alongwith his Counsel. Ld. Counsel for the respondents submits  that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant by registered post on 26.03.2016. It is noted with concern that BDPO Kharar has not brought a reply to the Show-Cause Notice issued to him for the delay in the supply of information to the appellant. Accordingly, one last opportunity is afforded to him to submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice, on the next date of hearing failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be taken against him, ex-parte.

7.

Adjourned to 21.07.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-05-2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri   A.K.Sharma,

House No. 2129, Sector 50-C, Chandigarh.




…Appellant

                       Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Administrative Officer,

o/o Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R),

Nirman Bhavan, Mini Secretariat,  Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R),

Nirman Bhavan, Mini Sectt. Patiala.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  4014 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the   appellant.

Shri Sanjay Kumar, Shri Harcharan Singh and Shri Keshav,  Senior Assistants,  on behalf of the respondents.
Shri A.K. Sharma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 25-08-2015 addressed to PIO, sought copies of sanctioning of rates of contracts exceeding Rs. 1 crore and its approval by Shri G.R.Bains, Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R) alongwith copies of notings.

2.

During hearing  on 30.03.2016,   the appellant was not present and the respondent  submitted  a Memo. No. 343/RTI, dated 29.03.2016 from Superintendent informing  that a parcel containing requisite documents was sent to the appellant but was received back in the office unclaimed . It was   further informed  that the parcel had  again been sent to the appellant by registered post. Accordingly, 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 to 19.04.2016, which was further postponed to 20.04.2016 as 19.04.2016 was declared a Public Holiday.

3.

On 20.04.2014 again the appellant was  not present without any intimation. The respondents informed  that the requisite information had  already been 
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supplied to the appellant but no observations had been received from him till date. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the appellant, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the respondent submits that information has already been supplied to the appellant and no observations have been received from him till date.
5.

The appellant is not present during three consecutive hearings. Therefore, one last opportunity is afforded to the appellant to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with  copy to the Commission, failing which it will be presumed that he is satisfied with the provided information and the case will be closed. 
6.

Adjourned to 21.07.2016  at 11.00 A.M. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-05-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
