STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dharampal Sabka, Panchayat Member,

S/o Sh. Kaur Chand, Village and P.O:Kotli Kalan,

Tehsil  and Distt:Mansa.

                                                                                                                          --------Complainant


          



  Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Inspector Generala of Police (Crime),

Punjab Police, Chandigarh.


                                                                                                               -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1026 of 2016 

Present :  
 (i) Sh. Dharampal, the complainant.


(ii)Sh. Nanak Chand, SI and Sh. Angrez Singh, HC on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

   This order may  be read with the reference to the previous order dated 18.07.2016 vide which the respondent stated that the inquiry report had been sent to the complainant by post and the case was disposed of and closed but after one month, a complaint dated 08.08.2016 of the complainant has been received in the Commission stating that no inquiry report has been received by him from the respondent and the case was re-opened and a show cause notice was issued to the respondent  that as to why he had misstated before the Commission that the inquiry report had been sent. 

2.
At today's hearing, the complainant states that the inquiry report has still not been provided to him by the respondent.

3.
Sh. Nanak Chand, S.I appearing on behalf of the respondent submits reply in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record.  He further states that he has brought the complete final report to personally deliver it to the complainant.  Copy of the same is handed over to the complainant. 
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4.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record as available on file, it is ascertained that the final inquiry report has been provided to the complainant by the respondent at today's hearing by hand with which the former is satisfied.  

5.
Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply of the respondent is found satisfactory.  The show cause notice is hereby, discharged.  No, further action is required in the instant Complaint Case, therefore, it is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 15.09.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Harpreet Singh,

RTI and Human  Rights Worker Club,

R?o 355, Jassian Road, G.T.Road Side,

Friends Colony, Ludhiana.

                                                                                                                        --------Appellant


           



 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Sectt., Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Sectt., Ludhiana.


                                                                                                          -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 2156 of 2016

Present :  
 (i) Sh. Harpreet Singh, the appellant.


(ii)Sh. Maheshwar Lal, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.

Heard through video conference

ORDER

This order may be read with the reference to the pervious order dated 16.08.2016 vide with the respondent was directed to file proper point-wise reply with a copy to the appellant and the matter was adjourned for today.
2.
The appellant states that he has sent his written submission dated 09.08.2016 which was received in the Commission vide diary no. 23184 dated 08.09.2016
mentioning therein as under:-

"(i)
That I received letter no. 321/CEA/2/RTI dated 30.08.2016 on 31.08.2016 from the D.C, Ludhiana.

(ii)
That information provided is incomplete with regard to Para 5 of my RTI application. "Name & Designation of officer" asked in Para 5 has not been provided vide letter no. 321/CEA/2/RTI dated 30.08.2016 as asked in RTI application.

Contd….P-2

-2-

Appeal Case No. 2156/2016


(iii)
That penalty be imposed U/s 20(i) for delaying the information unnecessarily.


(iv)
That request for compensat ion for loss/ other detriments suffered under 



Section 19(8)(b).

3.
The respondent states that he has sent his written reply dated 30.08.2016, which is received in the Commission vide diary no. 22582 dated 01.09.2016 mentioning therein that the information regarding point no.5 i.e "if no action taken provide Name & Designation of officer responsible for dereliction of duty" is to be provided by the Sub Divisional Magistrate (East), Ludhiana and Sub Divisional Magistrate (West), Ludhiana as the inquiry was conducted by both the officers. He further states that the inquiry is still under investigation, whenever it will be finalized, the report will be provided to the appellant.                                                                                                                                                    

4.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record, it is ascertained that the information regarding point no. 5 has not been provided to the appellant.  The respondent is directed to provide the information regarding point no. 5 to the appellant as                     available on record and if no such information is available in their record then file specific point-wise reply in this regard within one week with a copy to the appellant.  

5.
On the assurance of the respondent, the instant Appeal Case is hereby, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 15.09.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ashok Kapoor,

# 8-C, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.

                                                                                                                          --------Appellant


          



  Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar (West),

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Ludhiana.


                                                                                                          -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 3001 of 2015

Appeal Case No.3004 of 2015

Appeal Case No.3554 of 2015

Present :  
 (i) Sh. Ashok Kapoor, the appellant


 (ii)Sh. Anshu Grover, Clerk on behalf of the respondent




Heard through video conference

ORDER


  This order may be read with the reference to the pervious orders dated 19.05.2016 vide which and amount of Rs. 3000/- as compensation was awarded to the appellant and a show cause notice was issued to Sh. Kanwar Narinder Singh, Respondent-cum-PIO and the appeals were adjourned to 21.06.2016.

2.
On 21.06.2016, again neither the respondent-PIO nor his representative came present in the hearing. In another case, the respondents had informed the Commission that Sh. Kanwar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar (West) Ludhiana was on ex-India leave till 15.07.2016 and the appeals were adjourned to  28.07.2016.

3.
On 28.07.2016, again respondent-PIO was not present. Sh. Anshu Grover, Clerk appeared on behalf of the respondents and stated that the respondent-PIO was still on 
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ex-India leave. Accordingly, the appeals were adjourned to 08.09.2016. On 08.09.2016 the appeals were postponed and fixed for hearing on 15.09.2016 due to administrative reasons. Sh. Kanwar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar-cum-PIO was given a last opportunity to be present at the next date of  hearing and also to submit his reply in response to the show cause notice issued to him under Section 20(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 as to why penalty be not imposed upon him.
4.
On 15.09.2016 i.e. today again respondent-PIO is absent. Sh.Ansul Grover, Clerk is again appearing on behalf of the respondents. The respondents are being represented by very junior official who are not in a position to satisfy the Commission and the appellant. It is, apparent from the response of the PIO that there has been considerable delay in providing the information. From the next date of hearing, no person below the PIO or APIO will be allowed to appear.  Appearance of low level officials will amount to disrespect to the RTI Act besides invoking the provisions of imposition of penalty.

5.
Sh. Ashok Kapoor- the appellant states that neither the information has been provided to him nor the amount of compensation awarded by the Commission has been paid to him so far. The Commission takes a serious view of this matter and is constrained to enhance the amount of compensation from Rs. 3000/- to Rs. 5000/- (Rs. Five Thousand only).  Besides, the Commission would also consider invoking of penalty provisions against the respondent-PIO in case he fails to provide the required information and payment of the awarded compensation.
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6.
The respondent may provide the information to the appellant and make the payment of compensation to him before the next date of hearing by way of Demand Draft. A compliance report in this regard be sent to the Commission accordingly.

7.
Adjourned to 27.10.2016 at 11.30 AM for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Dated : 15.09.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab

Through registered post

Copy to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana for ensuring supply of complete information and payment of compensation to the appellant well before the next date of hearing.

