
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION 
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden, 

Sector 16, Chandigarh. 
Ph: 0172-2864113, Helpline No. 0172-2864100 

Email: - psic22@punjabmail.gov.in 
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com 

 

Sh. Shishu Paul Verma (7589328784)     Appellant  
(Regd. Post) # 143, NMS Colony, Tripari, 

Patiala 147004. 
Versus 

Public Information Officer 
(Regd. Post) O/o Registrar, Punjabi University,  

Patiala. 
 

First Appellate Authority 
(Regd. Post) O/o Vice Chancellor, Punjabi University,  

Patiala         Respondent 
Appeal Case No.: 326 of 2020 

ORDER 

1. The judgment in this appeal case was reserved vide orders dated 29.06.2021 to be 

pronounced on 15.07.2021 i.e. today.  

2. The applicant, Sh. Shishu Paul Verma, in his RTI request dated 21.10.2020 demanded 

information which is as under: 

 

3. After failing to get satisfactory response from the respondent Public Information Officer 

(PIO) and First Appellate Authority concerned, Sh. Shishu Paul Verma moved an appeal, 

dated 06.01.2021, under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005 (hereinafter Act only) in the State 

Information Commission, Punjab (hereinafter Commission only). 
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4. After receiving the appeal of Sh. Shishu Paul Verma, a notice of hearing was issued to the 

parties concerned and the case was listed for hearing on 10.03.2021. 

5. On the first date of hearing, held on 10.03.2021, appellant intimated the Commission that he 

is not satisfied with the supplied reply and he submitted a copy of judgments passed by the 

Central Information Commission in Appeal No. CIC/WB/A/2006/00144 dated 20.03.2006 and 

CIC/AD/A/09/00215 dated 23.02.2009 regarding approval for Videography. 

Respondent PIO was not present but  a reply from respondent PIO vide letter no. 

1275 dated 05.03.2021 was received in the Commission vide diary no. 5392 dated 

08.03.2021 stating that through a letter dated 11.11.2020, appellant was called for 

inspection of record on 20.11.2020 (as per reply of the respondent dated 11.11.2020 at 

12:00 Noon and after 04:00 PM to inspect record as per Section 2(j) of the RTI Act) but 

appellant intimated the respondent PIO on 17.11.2020 to supply the requisite information 

first and he filed First Appeal on 20.11.2020. 

In that reply respondent PIO also mentioned that requisite information was sent 

through registered post to the appellant dated 05.03.2021 comprising 62 pages (in 

connection with point no. 1 to 5 as per RTI application) and in connection with point no. 6 

respondent PIO mentioned as follows: 

 

Matter was adjourned for further hearing on 22.04.2021 with the directions to both 

the parties to appear in person to clear the facts of this case. 
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6. On the hearing, held on 22.04.2021, Advocate, Sh. Surajpreet Singh, appeared on behalf of 

the respondent PIO and stated that requisite information had already been supplied to the 

appellant on March 5th, 2021 comprising of 62 pages in connection with point no. 1,2,3,4 

and 5 of the RTI application. He added that reply in connection with point no. 6 has also 

been supplied to the appellant. He further mentioned that appellant was called to inspect 

the official record through letter dated 11.11.2020 but appellant denied to do so. 

Appellant expressed his dissatisfaction with the supplied information, accordingly, 

appellant was advised to visit the respondent’s office on 03.05.2021 at 11:00 AM and 

contact the concerned official Sh. Khushwant Singh, Superintendent, Contact No. 

9855938888 (as per details provided by the Advocate, Sh. Surajpreet Singh) to inspect the 

official record and identify the required pages. Respondent PIO was directed to supply the 

identified pages as per RTI Act, 2005. Matter was adjourned for further hearing on 

01.06.2021 but due to technical issue, matter was further adjourned for hearing on 

29.06.2021. 

7. On hearing held on 29.06.2021, appellant intimated the Commission that requisite 

information is received after the 140 days and requests the Commission to penalize the 

respondent PIO, compensate him and for the disciplinary action who is responsible for the 

delaying the information to be supplied. He added that he has submitted a reply in this 

regard dated 10.03.2021, which is on the record. 

8. I am of the considered view that respondent PIO continuously responded to the notices and 

orders of the Commission and supplied information to the appellant time and again. It is 

observed that there is no malafide delay on the part of respondent PIO as reply dated 

11.11.2020 was sent to him within the stipulated time period for inspection of the record. 

Respondent PIO had already supplied reply/information on hearings held on 10.03.2021, 

22.04.2021 and 03.05.2021. Respondent PIO had also complied with the orders of the 

Commission dated 22.04.2021 through which he was directed to supply the record for 

inspection to the appellant on 03.05.2021, which had already been supplied to the appellant 

as per RTI application to the appellant’s satisfaction level.  
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Therefore, no further cause of action is required in this case. Hence, this instant 

appeal case is disposed of & closed at the Commission’s end. 

9. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 

                                                                     (Anumit Singh Sodhi) 
Dated: 15.07.2021 (12:30 P.M.)                                 State Information Commissioner 
              Punjab 
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