STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1131 of 2016

Sh. Bhupinder Singh s/o Sh. Amarjit Singh,

Village- Jandali, Tehsil:-Dera Bassi,

Distt:- SAS Nagar.







    …Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dera Bassi.

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

SAS Nagar.








    ...Respondent

Present: -      None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Navneet Gupta, Panchayat Secretary, Jandli (99141-00171).

ORDER
1.
The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
2.
Sh. Navneet Gupta, Panchayat Secretary Jandli states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. 99 dated 15.06.2016 mentioning therein that the information has been provided to the appellant vide letter no. Spl -1 dated 01.06.2016. He further states that the information about MNREGA is also available on website of the respondent. 
3.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission failing which ex-parte decision shall be taken.  The case is adjourned for further hearing on 19.08.2016 at 2.00PM.

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.07.2016

                             
       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 626 of 2016

Date of institution:18.03.2016
Date of decision: 11.07.2016
Sh. Mandeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Karam Singh,

Village and P.O:- Saifalpur,

Distt:-  Roopnagar.







    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Roopnagar.








    ...Respondent

Present: -      Sh. Mandeep Singh, complainant in person (94178-32198)
For the respondent:  Sh. Surinder Singh, BDPO, Ropar.
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 09.02.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 18.03.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 11.07.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that the information is available in the office of BDPO, Ropar and that his application may be sent to the concerned BDPO, for providing the information. 

4.
None on behalf of the respondent is present in the Commission. However, Sh. Surinder Singh, BDPO, Ropar is present in the Commission in Complaint Case no. 816 of 2016. He states that the information sought by the complainant pertains to his office but the RTI application has not been received in his office.
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5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the RTI application was addressed to the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar whereas it should have been addressed to the BDPO,  Ropar. In the given circumstance, this case is remanded to the BDPO, Ropar for disposing of this RTI application as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. In wake of above, the instant Complaint Case is hereby disposed of and closed. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.07.2016

                             
    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 710 of 2016

Date of institution:29.03.2016
Date of decision: 11.07.2016
Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village:Bhoplapur, Jhabewal,

P.O:- Ramgarh, Distt:- Ludhiana.





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Shri Anandpur Sahib,

Distt:-Ropar.








    ...Respondent

Present: -      None for the complainant
For the respondent: Sh. Ram Singh, Office Kanoungo (94635-12549)
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 28.01.2013 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 29.03.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 11.07.2016 in the Commission.
3.
A letter has been received from the complainant in the Commission at diary no.16988 dated 05.07.2016 mentioning therein that due to ill health, he cannot attend today's hearing and has sought an adjournment.  
4.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that the information has already been intimated vide letter no. 38/ RTI-OK dated 16.02.2016 mentioning therein that the requisite information sought
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by the complainant is available in the Suvidha centre and the complainant should collect the information from the Suvidha centre after depositing the assessed fee. 
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file, it is ascertained that the information sought by the complainant is available in the Suvidha centre and the complainant should collect the information from the Suvidha centre after depositing the assessed fee. The respondent has already intimated to the complainant vide letter dated 16.02.2016 which has been received by the latter. No further action is required in this Complaint Case as it is bereft of merit and as such it is hereby disposed of and closed. 

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.07.2016

                             
       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 780 of 2016

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village:-Bhoplapur, Jhabewal,

P.O:-Ramgarh, Distt:-Ludhiana.





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Sarpanch,

Gram Panchayat, Matour,

Block Anandpur Sahib, Distt:Ropar.




    ...Respondent

Present: -      None present.
ORDER

1.
A letter has been received from the complainant in the Commission at diary no.16983 dated 05.07.2016 mentioning therein that due to ill health, he cannot attend today's hearing and has sought an adjournment.  

2.
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission.  
3.
The matter to come up now for further hearing on 22.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
 4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.07.2016

                             
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 791 of 2016

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village:-Bhoplapur, Jhabewal,

P.O:-Ramgarh, Distt:-Ludhiana.





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sarpanch,

Gram Panchayat, Matour,

Block Anandpur Sahib, Distt:Ropar.




    ...Respondent

Present: -      None present.

ORDER

1.
A letter has been received from the complainant in the Commission at diary no.16984 dated 05.07.2016 mentioning therein that due to ill health, he cannot attend today's hearing and has sought an adjournment.  

2.
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission.  
3.
The matter to come up now for further hearing on 22.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
 4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.07.2016

                             
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 796 of 2016

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village:Bhoplapur, Jhabewal,

P.O:Ramgarh, Distt:Ludhiana.





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Tapa.









    ...Respondent

Present: -      None present.

ORDER

1.
A letter has been received from the complainant in the Commission at diary no.16983 dated 05.07.2016 mentioning therein that due to ill health, he cannot attend today's hearing and has sought an adjournment.  

2.
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission.  
3.
The matter to come up now for further hearing on 22.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
 4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.07.2016

                                   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 797 of 2016

Date of institution:05.04.2016
Date of decision: 11.07.2016
Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village-:Bhoplapur, Jhabewal,

P.O:-Ramgarh, Distt:-Ludhiana.





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar, Kharar,

Distt:Mohali.








    ...Respondent

Present: -      None for the complainant
For the respondent: Sh. Manoj Kumar, Junior Assistant (99153-38824).
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 08.01.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 05.04.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 11.07.2016 in the Commission.

3.
A letter has been received from the complainant in the Commission at diary no.16992 dated 05.07.2016 mentioning therein that due to ill health, he cannot attend today's hearing and has sought an adjournment.  

4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission. He further states that the information has already been provided to the complainant vide letter no. 48/ RC dated 04.02.2016 mentioning therein 
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that the requisite information sought by the complainant is available in the Suvidha centre and the complainant should collect the information from the Suvidha centre after depositing the assessed fee. 
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file, it is ascertained that the information sought by the complainant is available in the Suvidha centre and the complainant should collect the information from the Suvidha centre after depositing the assessed fee. The respondent has already intimated to the complainant vide letter dated 04.02.2016 which has been received by the latter. No further action is required in this Complaint Case as there is no merit in it and therefore it is hereby disposed of and closed. 

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.07.2016

                               
     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 799 of 2016

Sh. Jagpal Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Sampuran Singh,

H.No.17, Judges and Officers Enclave,

Sector:77, Mohali.







    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Secretary,
Gram Panchayat, Bharonjian,

Majri, O/o B.D.O, Majri,

Distt:Mohali.








    ...Respondent

Show Cause Notice:-

Sh. Suriender Pal Singh, Panchayat Secretary -cum-PIO,
(Regd. Post)

O/o B.D.O, Majri,

Distt:Mohali.
Present: -      Sh. H. S. Hundal, Advocate on behalf of the complainant. 
None for the respondent.
ORDER

1.
Sh. H. S. Hundal, Advocate on behalf of the complainant states that the information has yet not been provided to him by the respondent and requests that the respondent should be penalized for not providing the information within stipulated period.
2.
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission at today's hearing. 
3.
After hearing the complainant and perusing the file, I deem it appropriate to issue show cause notice to PIO, Sh. Suriender Pal Singh, Panchayat Secretary under Section 
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20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005. as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay / denial in providing the information to the RTI applicant. He is directed to file his reply to the show cause notice in writing before the next date of hearing.

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. The case is adjourned for further hearing on 04.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
 4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.07.2016

                             
     State Information Commissioner

Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Bharojoian came present after the hearing was over and filed reply to the Notice of the Commission which was taken on record.  
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.07.2016

                             
     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 801 of 2016

Sh. Jagpal Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Sampuran Singh,

H.No.17, Judges and Officers Enclave,

Sector:77, Mohali

.





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Panchayat Secretary,

Gram Panchayat, Bharonjian,

Majri, O/o B.D.O Majri,

Distt:Mohali.








    ...Respondent

Show Cause Notice:-

Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Panchayat Secretary -cum-PIO,
(Regd. Post)

O/o B.D.O, Majri,

Distt:Mohali.

Present: -      Sh. H. S. Hundal, Advocate on behalf of the complainant. 

None for the respondent.

ORDER

1.
Sh. H. S. Hundal, Advocate on behalf of the complainant states that the information has yet not been provided to him by the respondent and requests that the respondent should be penalized for not providing the information within stipulated period.

2.
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission at today's hearing. 

3.
After hearing the complainant and perusing the file, I deem it appropriate to issue show cause notice to PIO, Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Panchayat Secretary under Section 
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20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005. as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay / denial in providing the information to the RTI applicant. He is directed to file his reply to the show cause notice in writing before the next date of hearing.

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. The case is adjourned for further hearing on 04.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
 4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.07.2016

                             
     State Information Commissioner

Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Bharojoian came present after the hearing was over and filed reply to the Notice of the Commission which was taken on record.  

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.07.2016

                             
     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 814 of 2016

Date of institution:08.04.2016
Date of decision: 11.07.2016
Sh. Harmesh Chand,

Gram Panchayat, Noorpur Khurd,

Block:Noorpur Bedi, Tehsil:-Anandpur Sahib,

Distt:-Roopnagar.

.





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Roopnagar.






    

...Respondent

Present: -      Sh. Harmesh Chand, complainant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Nit Name Singh, Clerk (98769-00484) o/o DDPO and Sh. Davinder Kumar, BDPO,  Noorpur Bedi. 
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 11.06.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 08.04.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 11.07.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that the certified information on point no. 1,2,4,6,7  comprising 40 pages has been provided to him today by hand in the Commission by the BDPO, Noorpur Bedi. 

4.
Sh. Davinder Kumar, BDPO, Noorpur Bedi states that the certified information pertaining to point no. 1,2,4,6,7  comprising 40 pages has been provided to the complainant by hand. He further states that the information on point no. 3, 5, 8, 9, 10 is held by the office of DDPO. 
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Sh. Nit Name Singh, Clerk o/o DDPO submits in writing that information on point no.  3, 5, 8, 9, 10 shall be provided to the complainant within a week from today.  
5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the certified information pertaining to point no. 1,2,4,6,7  comprising 40 pages has been provided to the complainant by hand today by the respondent, BDPO.  Sh. Nit Name Singh, Clerk o/o DDPO undertakes that the information on point no.  3, 5, 8, 9, 10 shall be provided to the complainant within a week. 
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal no. 10787-10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner & another Vs State of Manipur and another has held in its order on 12.12.2011:- 

(31. We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High Court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to  pass an order providing for access to the information).

The complainant may file appeal against the order of the PIO with the First Appellate Authority to seek the information under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, if he is dissatisfied and if he so desires. In view of aforementioned, the Complaint Case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.07.2016

                             
      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 810  of 2016

Sh. Vishal Goyal,

18, Home Land Enclave,

Bathinda.






  

  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda.








    ...Respondent

Present: -      None present. 
ORDER

1. Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from either as to the reason of absence.

2
The case is adjourned for further hearing on 04.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.07.2016

                             
    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 811  of 2016

Sh. Vishal Goyal,

18, Home Land Enclave,

Bathinda.






  

  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar,

Bathinda.










    ...Respondent

Present: -      None present. 

ORDER

1.
Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from either as to the reason of absence.

2
The case is adjourned for further hearing on 04.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.07.2016

                             
    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 816  of 2016

Sh. Jasjit Singh s/o Sh Bhag Singh,

R/o Village:Rampur,

P.O: Purkhali, Tehsil and 
Distt:-Roopnagar.







 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development and Panchayat officer,

Roopnagar. 








    ...Respondent

Show Cause Notice:-

Sh. Surinder Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO,




(Regd. Post)

O/o Block Development and Panchayat officer,

Roopnagar.
Present: -      Sh. Jasjit Singh, complainant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Surinder Singh, BDPO, Ropar. 
ORDER

1.
The complainant states that the information has been provided to him by the respondent today by hand and that there is delay of more than one year and therefore penal action against the BDPO, Roopnagar should be taken as per the RTI Act, 2005.

2.
Sh. Surinder Singh, BDPO, Ropar states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter dated 27.05.2016 mentioning therein that the information has been provided to the complainant.
3.
After hearing the complainant and perusing the reply to the Notice of the Commission, it is ascertained that the information on RTI application dated 18.08.2015 
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has been provided to the complainant vide letter dated 27.05.2016 after a lapse of about nine months. I deem it appropriate to issue show cause notice to PIO, Sh. Surinder Singh, BDPO under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay / denial in providing the information to the RTI applicant. He is directed to file his reply to the show cause notice in writing before the next date of hearing.

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. The matter to come up for further hearing on 22.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
 4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.07.2016

                             
    State Information Commissioner
