STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1 of 2016 

Sh. J. S. Palial (M-9805661920)

Village Palli, P.O. Bhater,

Tehsil Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur-144224.


                 ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o  District Development &

Panchayat Officer, Hoshiarpur. 




…...Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Farmaan Masih, Panchayat Officer (95928-17898).
ORDER
1.
A fax letter from the appellant has been received in the Commission at diary no. 4116 dated 15.02.2016 requesting for an adjournment in the case on account of illness. He further requested that the PIO may be directed to supply a copy of inquiry report as well as that of FIR. 

2. 
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that the information as available on record has already been sent to him vide letter no. 2747 dated 07.09.2015 which was sent by registered post on 21.09.2015. 
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 05.04.2016 at 02:00 PM.   

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

Dated: 15.02.2016.


                             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. 2 of 2016

Sh. Baljinder Singh  (M-99880-90004)

S/o Shri Jota Singh,

R/o Village Sarna Nehar,

Back side Kartar Palace,

Post Office Malikpur,

Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot.
 




    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Sec. Edu.), Punjab,

Punjab. School Education Board Complex,

Phase 8, SAS Nagar.





    ...Respondent

Show Cause Notice:-


Sh. Sunil Bansal, Assistant Director (1)-cum-PIO, 


(Regd. Post)

O/o Director Public Instruction (Sec. Edu.), Punjab,

Punjab. School Education Board Complex,

Phase 8, SAS Nagar.
Present:
Sh. Baljinder Singh, complainant in person.
None for the respondent. 

ORDER
1.
The complainant states that information of his RTI application has not been provided completely.   He states that he has sought information on backlog of vacancies on lecturer of English under the freedom fighter quota. 
2. 
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission. The perusal of file shows that the respondent has provided incomplete information  to the complainant on his RTI application dated 18.11.2014. This indicates that the respondent PIO has 
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Complaint Case No. 3 of 2016
failed to comply with the provisions of the Act. Therefore, I deem it appropriate to issue show cause notice under section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, to PIO, Sh. Sunil Bansal, Assistant Director (1) 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 is adjourned for further hearing on 05.04.2016 at 02:00 PM.   
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.02.2016.


                             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. 3 of 2016

Sh. Subhash Singh  (M-9417629823)

S/o Shri  Mange Ram  or Subhash Singh s/o Daria Ram,

R/o  Andana,Tehsil Moonak,

Distt.  Sangrur-148027.
 




    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.







    ...Respondent

Show Cause Notice:-


Sh. Sukhchain Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO,




(Regd. Post)

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Andana, Tehsil Moonak,

District- Sangrur.        

Present:
Sh. Subhash Singh, complainant in person.
None for the respondent. 

ORDER
1.
The complainant states that the information has yet not been provided to him by the respondent on his RTI application dated 09.10.2015.
2. 
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission. The perusal of file shows that the respondent has not provided the information so far to the complainant on his RTI application dated 09.10.2015. This indicates that the respondent PIO takes the RTI Act in a casual manner and has failed to comply with the provisions 
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of the Act. Therefore, I deem it appropriate to issue show cause notice under section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, to PIO, Sh. Sukhchain Singh, BDPO 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 is adjourned for further hearing on 05.04.2016 at 02:00 PM.   

3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.02.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 3 of 2016 

Sh. Jatinder Kumar Grover,

S/o Shri Hans Raj Grover,

House No.66 - 67, Street No.6,

Ferozepur Cantt.-152001.






  ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instruction (Sec. Edu.)Punjab,

PSEB Complex,

Sector 62, S.A.S Nagar.

     2.   First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary School Education, Punjab,

Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







…...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Jatinder Kumar Grover, appellant in person (97804-68110).
For the respondent: Sh. Vishal, Senior Assistant (76962-95503) o/o DPI and Sh.  Roop Lal, Senior Assistant (94633-31556).
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that copy of the reply to the Notice has been provided to him by hand today in the Commission and requests that an adjournment may be given to go through it. 
2. 
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant. 

3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 05.04.2016 at 02:00 PM.   

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

Dated: 15.02.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 4  of  2016 

Sh.  D. C. Gupta (9855605778)

778, Urban Estate,

Phase 1, Patiala.






  ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Election Kanungo,

O/o SDM, Patiala.

     2.   First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Patiala.
3.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner, (D) 
Patiala.







…...Respondent

Present:
Sh.  D. C. Gupta, appellant in person.
None for the respondent. 

ORDER
1.
The appellant states that though he has received partial information and copy of reply to the Notice of the Commission but he is not satisfied on two accounts. One that his first appeal has been decided by Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Patiala who in-fact is not the First Appellate Authority and second that the information from ward no. 14 to 26 and 27 to 38 has not been provided at all.  The appellant further requests that penal action against the respondent PIO should be taken as per RTI Act.     
2. 
The perusal of file shows that the information has been sought by the appellant about candidates who contested election of Municipal Corporation, Patiala in the year 2012 and the election expenditure filed by the said candidates. The Election of 
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Municipal Corporation, Patiala are conducting at the distinct level by Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development) Patiala-cum- Additional District Election Officer who is impleaded as respondent no. 3 in this case and PIO of that office of  Additional Deputy Commissioner, (Development) is directed to be present in the Commission on next date of hearing. 
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 05.04.2016 at 02:00 PM.   

3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.02.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 5 of  2016 

Date of institution: 21.12.2015
Date of decision: 15.02.2016
Sh. Mukhtiar Singh

S/o Shri Gurnam Singh,

Village Ghanram,

Tehsil  Payal, Distt.  Ludhiana-141419.


                 ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Doraha, Distt.  Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o  District Development &

Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana. 



…...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Baldev Singh, authorized by the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Kamal Bharti, Gram Sewak (98722-04803) o/o BDPO, Doraha. 
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 23.09.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 21.12.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.02.2016 in the Commission.

3.
Sh. Baldev Singh, authorized by the appellant files authorization letter and states that the remaining information has been provided today by hand in the Commission and requests that the case may be closed. 
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4. 
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant. He states that the information has already been sent to the appellant and the remaining information has been provided to him today by hand in the Commission comprising 12 pages.  

5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the partial information has already been provided and remaining information comprising 12 pages has been provided to the authorized representative of the appellant by the respondent with which the former is satisfied. Therefore, 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
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.02.2016.


                             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. 9 of 2016

Date of institution: 24.12.2015

Date of decision: 15.02.2016

Sh. Ram Kumar s/o Shri  Chanan  Ram,

R/o Tappa, Tehsil-Tappa,

Distt. Barnala-148108.  





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Barnala.







    ...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Ram Kumar, complainant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Malkit Singh, ASI (95019-00693).
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 28.07.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 24.12.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 15.02.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that the information comprising 10 pages vide letter dated 13.02.2016 has been provided to him today by hand in the Commission. He further states that he is not satisfied with the information because his motive has not been served and that he cannot afford to get relief from Civil Court. 
4. 
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that the information has already been sent to the complainant by post vide letter no. 5420/RTI dated 13.02.2016 as available on record and copy of the same has now been provided to the complainant by hand in the Commission.   
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5.
 After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the information as available on record has already been sent to the complainant on 13.02.2016 by the respondent and copy thereof has also been provided today by hand in the Commission. In wake of this, 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: 15.02.2016.


                             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. 17 of 2016

Sh. Surinder  Kumar  (M-9872960582)

S/o Shri  Shiv  Ram,

V&PO  Bamial,

Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot.  





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Gram Panchayat, Bamial,

Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot.





    ...Respondent

Show Cause Notice:-


Sh. Anil Kumar, Panchayat Secretary- cum- PIO


(Regd. Post)

O/o  Gram Panchayat, Bamial,

Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot.
Present:
Sh. Harbans Lal Sharma, Advocate authorized by the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Anil Kumar, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO (98550-75741)
ORDER
1.
Sh. Harbans Lal Sharma, Advocate authorized by the complainant files Vakaltnama which is taken on record. He states that the registered letter stated to be sent on 22.01.2016 has not been received by the complainant. He further submits however information comprising 9 pages has been received from the PIO by hand today in the Commission. He requests that compensation to the complainant be awarded and the PIO should be penalized for delay in providing information by over 5 months. 
2. 
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the complainant. He submits that on the RTI 
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application the information was sent by registered post bearing letter no. 07 dated 22.01.2016. Copy thereof comprising 9 pages has also been provided to the complainant by hand in the Commission.

3.
After hearing both the parties, it emerges that the information on RTI application dated 16.09.2015 has been provided on 22.01.2016 by the respondent but there is delay for five months. Therefore, I deem it appropriate to issue show cause notice under section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, to PIO, Sh. Anil Kumar, Panchayat Secretary 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 is adjourned for further hearing on 05.04.2016 at 02:00 PM.   

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

Dated: 15.02.2016.


                             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.  19 of 2016

Date of institution:28.12.2015
Date of decision: 15.02.2016
Sh. Gopal Singh  (M-9592780217)

S/o Shri  Swaran Singh,  

R/o  Village Matran,

Post Office  Nadampur,

Tehsil & Distt.  Sangrur-148026 




    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Bhawanigarh,

Distt. Sangrur.  






    ...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Gopal Singh, complainant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Ekam Singh, Panchayat Secretary (80722-37733).
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 01.08.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 28.12.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 15.02.2016 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant states that though he has received the information but he is not satisfied with the information on point no. 9 & 10 of his RTI application.
4. 
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that the RTI application was received on 06.08.2015 and vide letter dated 07.08.2015 the information seeker was asked to deposit the assessed fee. A 
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reminder was again sent vide letter dated 03.09.2015 to deposit the assessed fee. On 11.09.2015 the complainant deposited the assessed fee and vide letter dated 01.10.2015 the information comprising 165 pages was provided to the complainant. He also clarifies that the information on point no. 9 & 10 is not held by him and that this information can be obtained by the complainant from the department of Water & Sewerage Supply.
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the requisite information comprising 165 pages has been provided to the complainant by the respondent vide letter dated 01.10.2015 after receiving the assessed fee on 11.09.2015. The complainant may file first appeal with the First Appellate Authority against order of PIO and then second appeal in the Commission, if he desires so. In wake of this, 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: 15.02.2016.


                             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. 20 of 2016

Date of institution:28.12.2015

Date of decision: 15.02.2016
Sh. Harjinder Singh s/o Shri  Swaran Singh,  

R/o  Village Matran,

Post Office  Nadampur,

Tehsil & Distt.  Sangrur-148026 




   
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Bhawanigarh, Distt. Sangrur.  





…..Respondent

Present:
Sh. Harjinder Singh, complainant in person (94645-12394).
For the respondent: Sh. Ekam Singh, Panchayat Secretary (80722-37733).

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 07.09.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 28.12.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 15.02.2016 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant states that the information has been provided to him today by hand in the Commission with which he is satisfied. 
4. 
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the complainant. He states that the information has already been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 20.07.2015 but the information is stated to have not been received by him therefore the copy of same has been given to him today by hand in the Commission.   
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5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant by the respondent with which former is satisfied. In wake of this, 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: 15.02.2016.


                             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.  21 of 2016

Date of institution:28.12.2015
Date of decision: 15.02.2016
Sh. Gopal  Singh  

S/o Shri  Swaran Singh,
R/o  Village Matran,

Post Office  Nadampur,

Tehsil & Distt.  Sangrur-148026 




    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Bhawanigarh,

Distt. Sangrur.  






    ...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Gopal Singh, complainant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Ekam Singh, Panchayat Secretary (80722-37733).

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 28.10.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 28.12.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 15.02.2016 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant states that though he has received the information but he is not satisfied.

4. 
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that the RTI application was received on 28.10.2015 and vide letter dated 03.11.2015 the information seeker was asked to deposit the assessed fee. 
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reminder was again sent vide letter dated 28.01.2016 to deposit the assessed fee. On 05.02.2016 the complainant deposited the assessed fee and vide letter dated 12.02.2016 the information comprising 24 pages was provided to the complainant. 
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the requisite information comprising 24 pages has been provided to the complainant by the respondent vide letter dated 12.02.2016 after receiving the assessed fee on 05.02.2016. The complainant may file first appeal with the First Appellate Authority against order of PIO and then second appeal in the Commission, if he desires so. In wake of this, 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: 15.02.2016.


                             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.  22 of 2016

Date of institution:28.12.2015
Date of decision: 15.02.2016
Sh. Parminder Pal  (M-9888500124)

S/o Shri  Ram Parkash,  

President, V4U an NGO,

Village & Post Office  Nadampur,

Tehsil & Distt.  Sangrur-148026 




    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o S.C.E.R.T., Punjab,

Block E, 6th Floor,

PSEB Complex, 

Sector-62, S.A.S Nagar.





    ...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Kulwinder Singh, authorized by the complainant.    
For the respondent: Sh. Ashwani Kumar, Senior Assistant (98765-00453). 
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 26.09.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 28.12.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 15.02.2016 in the Commission.

3.
Sh. Kulwinder Singh, authorized by the complainant files authorization letter and states that though he has received the information but he is not satisfied.

4. 
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that the information comprising 6 pages has already been sent to the complainant vide letters dated 06.11.2015 and dated 08.02.2016. 
Contd………p 2
 Complaint Case No.  22 of 2016

5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the requisite information comprising 6 pages has been provided to the complainant by the respondent vide letters dated 06.11.2015 and 08.02.2016. 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 first appeal with the First Appellate Authority against order of PIO and then second appeal in the Commission, if he desires so. In wake of this, 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: 15.02.2016.


                             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.  28  of 2016
Sh. Joginder Singh  (M-98726-36344)

S/o Late Shri  Munsha Singh,  

R/o House No.2183,

PEPSU  Society,

Sector 50-C, Chandigarh.





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Assistant Town Planner,

Municipal  Corporation,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala. 




    ...Respondent

Show Cause Notice:-


Sh. Surjit Singh, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO, 


(Regd. Post)

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.

Present:
Sh. Joginder Singh, complainant in person.
None for the respondent.
ORDER
1.
The complainant states that the information has yet not been provided to him by the respondent on his RTI application dated 13.10.2015.

2. 
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission. The perusal of file shows that the respondent has not provided the information so far to the complainant on his RTI application dated 13.10.2015. This indicates that the respondent PIO takes the RTI Act in a casual manner and has failed to comply with the provisions 
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of the Act. Therefore, I deem it appropriate to issue show cause notice under section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, to PIO, Sh. Surjit Singh, Assistant Commissioner 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 is adjourned for further hearing on 05.04.2016 at 02:00 PM.   

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

Dated: 15.02.2016.


                             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.  29 of 2016

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh (M-94656-50001) 

O/o Anti Corruption Front, Regd.,

Machhiwara,

Distt. Ludhiana-141115






    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, School Education, Punjab,

Punjab Secretariat, Chandigarh.





    ...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Sukhwinder  Singh, complainant in person.
For the respondent: Smt. Shanti Rani, Superintendent –cum-PIO, 
Smt. Sukhwinder Kaur, Assistant o/o Secretary and Sh. Baljinder Singh, District Resource Person (94179-18018), Ludhiana.
ORDER
1.
The complainant states that he has yet not received the information. 
2. 
The respondent seeks an adjournment to file reply to the Notice of the Commission. 

3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 05.04.2016 at 02:00 PM.   

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

Dated: 15.02.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner
