STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Satish Kumar Thamman,

# B-V/997, Green Avenue Street,

Malerkotla - 148023
…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Council,

 Malerkotla

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director, Urban Local Bodies,

Patiala 
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 614 of 2013
Present
(i) Sh. Satish Kumar Thamman, the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Gurvinder Pal Singh, JE on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.         During the hearing dated 21.05.2013, last opportunity was given to the Respondent to provide the complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Gurvinder Pal Singh, JE appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has brought the complete information to personally deliver it to the Appellant today in  the  Commission.  Copy of the same is handed over to the Appellant.  Appellant has gone through the information and states that he is satisfied with the information provided.

3.         In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th June,2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Manish Modi, Advocate,

Chamber No. 15, Civil Court complex,

Amloh, Tehsil Amloh,

District Fatehgarh Sahib
…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum-

Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Amloh, Tehsil Amloh,

Distt, Fatehgarh Sahib, Punjab
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1086 of 2013

Present

(i) Sh. Manish Modi, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Amarjit Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.       Sh. Amarjit Singh, Jr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has brought the complete information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in  the  Commission.  Copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant.  Complainant has gone through the information and states that he is satisfied with the information provided.

3.         In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th June.2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Manish Modi, Advocate,

Chamber No. 15, Civil Court complex,

Amloh, Tehsil Amloh,

District Fatehgarh Sahib
…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum-

Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Amloh, Tehsil Amloh,

Distt, Fatehgarh Sahib, Punjab
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1085 of 2013

Present

(i) Sh. Manish Modi, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Amarjit Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.       Sh. Amarjit Singh, Jr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has brought the complete information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in  the  Commission.  Copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant.  Complainant has gone through the information and states that he is satisfied with the information provided.

3.         In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th June.2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Manish Modi, Advocate,

Chamber No. 15, Civil Court complex,

Amloh, Tehsil Amloh,

District Fatehgarh Sahib
…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum-

Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Amloh, Tehsil Amloh,

Distt, Fatehgarh Sahib, Punjab
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1083 of 2013

Present

(i) Sh. Manish Modi, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Amarjit Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.       Sh. Amarjit Singh, Jr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has brought the complete information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in  the  Commission.  Copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant.  Complainant has gone through the information and states that he is satisfied with the information provided.

3.         In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th June.2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Manish Modi, Advocate,

Chamber No. 15, Civil Court complex,

Amloh, Tehsil Amloh,

District Fatehgarh Sahib
…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum-

Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Amloh, Tehsil Amloh,

Distt, Fatehgarh Sahib, Punjab
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1082 of 2013

Alongwith

Complaint No. 1087 of 2013

Present

(i) Sh. Manish Modi, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Amarjit Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.       Complainant filed two complaints with the Commission seeking information from Executive Officer, MC, Amloh as in these two complaints, the Complainant and the PIO is the same so these two complaints have been clubbed together.
3.       Complainant states that no information has been provided to him after the lapse of six months.  Sh. Amarjit Singh, Jr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that Complainant was asked to deposit Rs. 12,366/- as the documentation fee but he has not deposited the amount that is why information has not been provided to him.  Complainant states that the above said amount was not asked within the prescribed time.  Respondent is directed to provide the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
4.         Adjourned to 30.07.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th June.2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Amarjeet Singh,

# BEX-1468, Lamba Village,

Distt:Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1101 of 2013
Present
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Maninder Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.      Sh. Maninder Singh, Jr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the record being very old.  Some more time be given to him to provide the sought for information to the Complainant.  Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to bring  complete record on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed
3.        Adjourned to 30.07.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  June.2013
Note:
After the hearing, Sh. Kuldeep Singh, the Complainant appeared and stated that due to some reason, he could not attend the hearing in time.  He further stated that no information has been provided to him after the lapse of nine months.  
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  June.2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Lakha Singh Aazad,

S/o Sh. Mangal Singh,

V&PO:Raiya Khurd, 

Ward No.10, Tehsil Baba Bakala,

Distt:Amritsar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Additional Director General of Police(Crimes),

Punjab Police, HQ, Sector:09,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police, HQ, Sector:09,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 463 of 2013
Present

(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Satnam Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.       Sh. Satnam Singh, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the sought information has already been given to the Appellant and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Appellant in token of having received the information.  Appellant is absent.  He has sent a telephonically message that he has received the information but the information has been provided to him after the lapse of seven months.  For this the Appellant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered 

3.
In view of the foregoing, I do not find any substance in request for the imposition of penalty. However there are glaring systemic deficiencies in the office of ADGP (crime), Punjab. Appropriate mechanism has not been provided to keep the record properly by the public authority due to which the information / request under RTI Act, 2005 are not being served properly. Respondent is warned to be  careful in future while dealing with RTI application. 

Contd….P-2

-2-

4.
Since complete information as per the RTI application has already been provided, the appeal  is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th   June.2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Davinder Singh,

GH 39, Flat No. 7,

Sector 05, MDC, 

Panchkula

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o ADGP (Security)

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1664 of 2013
Present

(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Bhajan Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

RTI application filed on          :          16.02.2013
PIO replied


:
07.03.2013
Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
29.04.2013
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing


 Respondent states that the sought for information has been sent to the Complainant on 14.06.2013,  by registered post.  Copy of the same is taken on record.  Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied.  In case, information has not been received by the Complainant, he can collect the information from the Commission office on any working day.  
Contd….P-2

-2-

Decision:
       
 In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.   


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  June.2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

# 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi,

Dhuri
…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Sahib

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Fatehgarh Sahib

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 600 of 2013

Present
: (i) Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, the Appellant


  (ii) None is present on behalf of the Appellant

ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. During the hearing dated 21.05.2013, Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Sahib was directed to personally appear. But today, neither the Tehsildar nor his representative is present to attend the hearing, which shows that Tehsildar has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission. Last opportunity is given to Tehsildar (Sh. S.C. Bhardwaj) to appear before the Commission alongwith the information failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act will be initiated. 

3.
Adjourned to 30.07.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18.06.2013
Note:  After the order was dictated in the open court, the Respondent-Sh. Naiter Singh, AOK  appeared. He was read out the above order. The case stands adjourned on 30.07.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. 



Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18.06.2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

# 78/8,Park Road,

New Mandi Dhuri
…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Food Supply and Consumer Affairs,

Punjab Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Principal Secretary,

Food Supply and Consumer Affairs,

Punjab Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 599 of 2013
Present
(i) Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Parminder  Pal Singh, PCS, Joint Secretary, the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. Respondent submitted that the information demanded by the Appellant is third party information therefore, information should not be provided. According to the Respondent, the information is personal information which has no relationship with any public activity or interest. In so far as information demanded by the Appellant, I see no reason why it should be denied. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, I, accordingly, overrule the objection of the Respondent and direct that the information demanded by the Appellant.
4.
All the points have been discussed in the Commission today in the presence of the Respondent and Appellant. Respondent has agreed to provide complete information before the next date of hearing.

Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
Adjourned to 30.07.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18.06.2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Surinder Mittal, RTI Activist

196, New Green Model Town,

Jalandhar City, Pb.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police,

Crime, Pb, Sec:09, Pb, Police, HQ,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1270 of 2013

Present : 
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant



 
(ii) Sh. Satnam Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
This morning, a phone call had been received from the complainant expressing his inability to attend the hearing today. He has sought another date. Respondent states that Complainant has failed to deposit the required fee so no information was provided to the Complainant. Complainant is again advised to deposit Rs. 286/- as documentation fee. Last opportunity is given to the Complainant to appear before the Commission. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed. 
3.
On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned to 27.06.2013 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18.06.2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vijay Kumar,
S/o Late Sh. Dhanni Ram,

V&PO, Gharuya,

Distt:Mohali.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Phase:06,

Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1236 of 2013
Present
(i) Sh. Vijay Kumar, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Jagdish Singh Gill, MO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has brought information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission, which is handed over to the Complainant. Complainant has gone through the information and is satisfied. 
3.
     In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18.06.2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Harnek Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagar Singh,

R/o Village:Bam,

Tehsil:Malout, Distt:Shri Mukatsar Sahib.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Malout,

Distt:Shri Mukatsar Sahib.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1232 of 2013

Present : (i) Sh. Harnek Singh, the Complainant 


   (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far. Respondent is absent. Respondent is not present even on the last date of hearing, which shows that he/she has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, Smt. Baljit Kaur, BDPO, Malout is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

4.
Smt. Baljit Kaur, BDPO, Malout is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Smt. Baljit Kaur, BDPO, Malout is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
Adjourned to 25.07.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18.06.2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Runish Dhiman, Advocate

Chamber No:15,

Court Complex, Amloh.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive officer,

Municipal Committee,

Amloh.

.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 869 of 2013

Present :
(i) Sh. Munish Modi, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Amarjit Singh on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER
Heard

2.
On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. Respondent is again directed to file an affidavit. He should ensure that complete information is provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 30.07.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18.06.2013
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Sonu Mahaeshwari,

# 4395, Kikar Bazar,

Bathinda.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

First appellate Authority,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 668 of 2013
Present

(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Hakam Singh, HC and Sh. Gurmeet Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.     Sh. Hakam Singh, HC appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, he has sent the remaining information by post.  Copy of the same is taken on record.  Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied.  In case, information has not been received by the Appellant, he can collect the information from the Commission office on any working day.  
3.       
 In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.   



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th June, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala)

S/o Kastoor Chand,

r/o Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave, Barnala ,

Tehsil and Distt. Barnala 
…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar Tappa,

Distt. Sangrur

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1055 of 2013
Present

(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Narinder Kumar Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.      Sh. Narinder Kumar, Clerk appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that Tehsildar is busy in election duty that is why he has authorized him to appear on his behalf.  Tehsildar is absent.  He was absent even on the last hearing also, which shows that Tehsildar has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.
3.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Hari Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Tappa is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

Contd…P-2

-2-

4.
Sh. Hari Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Tappa is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Sh. Hari Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Tappa is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed

5.
Adjourned to 16.07.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th June, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Prem Singh,

S/o Shri Byant Singh, Vill. Miyanpur Khara,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, Distt. Roopnagar 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SSP,

Roopnagar 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1640 of 2013
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Harkesh Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

RTI application filed on          :          30.07.2012
PIO replied


:
29.08.2012
Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
25.04.2013

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing

2.       Sh. Harkesh Singh, ASI appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the sought information has already been provided to the Complainant and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Complainant in token of having received the information. 
Decision:
       
 In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.   

  
Sd/-
                                                                                      (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  June.2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jaswinder Singh,

22, Flower Dala Colony,

Barewal Road, Ludhiana

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer Water Supply and Sanitation

Amritsar

First Appellate Authority

O/o Senior Engineer Water Supply and Sanitation

Amritsar
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 989of 2013
Present:
(i) Sh. Jaswinder Singh, the Appellant.


(ii) Sh. Shiv Dyal Chadha, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

RTI application filed on          :          17.10.2012
PIO replied


:
Nil
Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
23.04.2013

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing

     PIO has authorized Sh. Shiv Dyal Chadha, to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing as he is busy in election duty.  (Representative of the PIO) states that some of the information has been provided to the Appellant and for the remaining information, PIO has sought another date.  Appellant states that no information has been provided to him after the lapse of eight months.  For this the Appellant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered. 

Contd…P-2

-2-

2
In view of the foregoing, Sh. R.P.Singh, XEN, Amritsar is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Appellant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

3.
Sh. R.P.Singh, XEN, Amritsar is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Sh. R.P.Singh, XEN, Amritsar is also directed to supply complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

Decision:
       
 Adjourned to 16.07.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.
  
Sd/-
                                                                                      (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  June.2013
