PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION

RED CROSS BUILDING, NEAR ROSE GARDEN,

SECTOR – 16, CHANDIGARH
Tel No. 0172-2864116, Fax No. 0172-2864125
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com; Email: psic26@punjabmail.gov.in;

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1214 OF 2017

Sh. Rup Lal S/o Sh. Kundan Lal,
Retd. Inspector PUNSUP,

Ward No. 13, Village Ahiyapur, 

Via Tanda Urmur, Nand Gali,

Tehsil Dasuya, District Hoshiarpur-144203.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food, Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs Controller, 

Kapurthala.

…Respondent

PRESENT :
None is present on behalf Complainant.


Sh. Sukhdev Singh, D.F.S.O. & Sh. Parshotam Lal, Jr. Reader on behalf 
of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER :

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 08.01.2018.

The complainant is absent without any intimation to the Commission for today's hearing. 


Sh. Sukhdev Singh, D.F.S.O. appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and files the Affidavit mentioning therein that "As far as the matter of providing late information is concerned, it is submitted that Sh. Kulwant Singh was retired on 30.09.2010 from this office and during 2014 under the "Swach Bharat Abhiyan" the file record of those retired employees against whom no case/recovery is pending has been weeded out and kept in the store. So it took time to search the record related with the RTI information sought by the applicant and the information has been provided in complete as early as possible." 

In view of the above and after perusal of the case file, it is ascertained that the Respondent - PIO has already been supplied the available information to the complainant and he has received the same. 

In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) - Chief Information Commissioner and another Vs. State of Manipur and another, in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.    
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The Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.


Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. 


In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.


If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the observations noted above, instant complaint case is closed and disposed off. 

Copies of the order are sent to the parties.










Sd/-

Chandigarh






        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.02.2018





         State Information Commissioner

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1383 OF 2017

Sh. Gurdeep Singh Kali,

Ward No. 3, Tehsil Payal-IV,

Payala, District Ludhiana.

…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Market Committee, 

Doraha, District Ludhiana.

…Respondent

PRESENT :
None is present on behalf Complainant.


Ms. Chanchal Devi, Accountant & Sh. Labh Chand, Auction Recorder on 
behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER :

The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 31.05.2016. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 07.12.2017 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 21.02.2018 to appear before the Commission.


The complainant is absent without any intimation to the Commission for today's hearing. 


Ms. Chanchal Devi, Accountant appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the complainant is asked to produce his ID proof vide letter no. 666/m.k.d., dated: 06.06.2016 by hand, but he had refused to receive the letter after that same has been sent by registered post on 10.06.2016. Copy of the same is taken on record. 


In view of the above and perusal of the case file, it is ascertained that the Respondent - PIO has already sent the reply of the RTI application of the complainant well in time and after that no observation has been received from him.

In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) - Chief Information Commissioner and another Vs. State of Manipur and another, in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.    

Cont… Pg 2
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The Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.


Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. 


In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.


If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the observations noted above, instant complaint case is closed and disposed off. 

Copies of the order are sent to the parties.










Sd/-

Chandigarh






        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.02.2018





         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  1396 OF 2017

Sh. Hakam Singh S/o Sh. Darshan Singh,
Village Madhir, Tehsil Gidderbaha,

Distt. Shri Mukatsar Sahib.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o S.D.O.,

Punjab Water Supply & Sanitation Deptt.,

Malout (Gidderbaha), Distt. Shri Mukatsar Sahib. 

First Appellate Authority,
O/o XEN,

Punjab Water Supply & Sanitation Deptt.,

Malout (Gidderbaha), Distt. Shri Mukatsar Sahib 

…Respondents
PRESENT :
Sh. Hakam Singh, Appellant.


Sh. Sahil Kumar, Bill Distributor on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER :

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 29.11.2017.


The appellant appears and states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Sh. Sahil Kumar, Bill Distributor appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the requisite information has been sent to the appellant vide office letter no. 675, dated: 13.07.2017 and Demand Draft of Rs. 5000/- dated: 20.02.2018 as a compensation amount.    


In view of the above, the Respondent has supplied the information alongwith Demand Draft of compensation to the appellant and the appellant has received the same. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Appeal Case is closed and disposed off.

Copies of the order are sent to the parties.










Sd/-

Chandigarh






        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.02.2018





         State Information Commissioner

Copy to (Regd. Post):- 


Sh. Tarsem Kumar,


PIO -cum- S.D.E.,



Malout (Shri Mukatsar Sahib).

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1398 OF 2017

Sh. Manjeet Singh S/o Sh. Hari Singh,

Village Upperla Manwal, 

Post Office -Tehsil & District Pathankot.

…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o XEN, 

PWD, Punjab Mandi Board,

Pathankot.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Pathankot.

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN, 

PWD, Pathankot.
…Respondents
PRESENT :
Sh. Manjeet Singh, Complainant.


Sh. Sunil Kumar, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER :

The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 12.10.2017. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 13.12.2017 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 21.02.2018 to appear before the Commission.


The complainant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Sh. Sunil Kumar, Jr. Asstt. O/o XEN, Punjab Mandi Board, Pathnakot appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that requisite information as available in the office record has already been sent to the complainant and copy of the same is handed over to the complainant, before the Commission. He further states that remaining information is available with the Deputy Commissioner, Pathankot and XEN, PWD, Pathankot. 

The Public Information Officer O/o Deputy Commissioner, Pathankot and Public Information Officer O/o XEN, PWD, Pathankot are impleaded as necessary party in this case and are directed to appear in person and provide the remaining information to the complainant, failing which, action would be initiated against them as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

Cont… Pg 2
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The case is adjourned for 04.04.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.










Sd/-

Chandigarh






        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.02.2018





         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  1406 OF 2017

Sh. Tejinder Singh, Journalist,
# 836, MIG, Punjab Housing Board Colony,

Jamalpur, Ludhiana.

...Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Ludhiana. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sarv Shikhiya Abhiyan,

At Sukhdev Thappar Sr. Sec. School (Girls),

Bharat Nagar Chowk, Ludhiana.

...Respondents

PRESENT :
Adv Tejinder Singh, Appellant.


Sh. Harvinder Singh, Legal Advisor on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER :

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 08.01.2018.


The appellant appears and states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Sh. Harvinder Singh, Legal Advisor appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and files an affidavit mentioning therein that requisite information which is related with his office has already been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. ssA/Awr.tI.eI./2017/6223, imqI luiDAwxw/21.02.2017 & letter no. ssA/2017/405, imqI luiDAwxw/24.04.2017 and the same is handed over to the appellant during the hearing. Copy of the same is taken on record. 


In view of the above and after perusal of the record as available in the file, it is ascertained that the Respondent has supplied the available information to the appellant and has also submitted an affidavit, which the appellant has received, before the Commission. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Appeal Case is closed and disposed off.

Copies of the order are sent to the parties.










Sd/-

Chandigarh






        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.02.2018





         State Information Commissioner
APPEAL CASE NO.  3246 OF 2017

Advocate Tejinder Singh 

R/o Village Bholapur, 

P.O. Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food, Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs Controller,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director,

Punjab Food, Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Anaj Bhawan, Sector-39, Chandigarh.

…Respondents

PRESENT :
Adv Tejinder Singh, Appellant.


Sh. Akashdeep, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER :

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 08.01.2018.


The appellant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Sh. Akashdeep, Inspector appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and hands over the requisite information to the appellant, during the hearing.  


In view of the above, the appellant is advised to point out the deficiency, if any in the provided information within a week to the Respondent - PIO with a copy to the Commission. The Respondent - PIO is directed to remove the same, before the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.


The case is adjourned for 04.04.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.










Sd/-

Chandigarh






        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.02.2018





         State Information Commissioner
APPEAL CASE NO.  3250 OF 2017

Advocate Tejinder Singh 

R/o Village Bholapur, 

P.O. Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food, Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs Controller,

Chherharta, Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director,

Punjab Food, Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Anaj Bhawan, Sector-39, Chandigarh.

…Respondents

PRESENT :
Adv Tejinder Singh, Appellant.


Sh. Gaurav Kochhar, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER :

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 08.01.2018.


The appellant appears and states that complete information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Sh. Gaurav Kochhar, Inspector appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and files an affidavit mentioning therein that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant and delay has not been intentionally occurred by this office and the same is handed over to the appellant, during the hearing. Copy of the same is taken on record. 


In view of the above and after perusal of the record as available in the file, it is ascertained that the Respondent has supplied the available information to the appellant and has also submitted an affidavit today in the Commission and the appellant has received the same, before the Commission. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Appeal Case is closed and disposed off.

Copies of the order are sent to the parties.










Sd/-

Chandigarh






        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.02.2018





         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  3251 OF 2017

Advocate Tejinder Singh 

R/o Village Bholapur, 

P.O. Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food, Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs Controller,

East Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director,

Punjab Food, Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Anaj Bhawan, Sector-39, Chandigarh.








       …Respondents

PRESENT :
Adv Tejinder Singh, Appellant.


Sh. Gurinder Singh, D.F.S.O. -cum- Respondent - PIO.

ORDER :

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 08.01.2018.


The appellant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Sh. Gurinder Singh, D.F.S.O. -cum- PIO appears and states that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant in time vide gZso whw' BzL ghHghH(Jh;N)^2017$6048, fwshL 24^08^2017 ns/ gZso whw' BzL ghHghH(Jh;N)^2017$8070, fwshL 17^11^2017 and has brought the dispatch register for the perusal of the Commission, during the hearing. Copy of the same is taken on record. 


In view of the above, it is ascertained that the Respondent has supplied the available information to the appellant. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Appeal Case is closed and disposed off.

Copies of the order are sent to the parties.










Sd/-

 Chandigarh






        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.02.2018





         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  3252 OF 2017

Advocate Tejinder Singh 

R/o Village Bholapur, 

P.O. Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food, Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs Controller,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director,

Punjab Food, Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Anaj Bhawan, Sector-39, Chandigarh. 









       …Respondents
PRESENT :
Adv Tejinder Singh, Appellant.


Sh. Gurinder Singh, D.F.S.O. -cum- Respondent - PIO.

ORDER :

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 08.01.2018.


The appellant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Sh. Gurinder Singh, D.F.S.O. -cum- PIO appears and states that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant in time vide letter no. n--6--2017, fwshL29-09-2017 and has brought the dispatch register for the perusal of the Commission, during the hearing. Copy of the same is taken on record. 


In view of the above, it is ascertained that the Respondent has supplied the available information to the appellant. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Appeal Case is closed and disposed off.

Copies of the order are sent to the parties.










Sd/-

Chandigarh






        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.02.2018





         State Information Commissioner
APPEAL CASE NO.  3487 OF 2017

Advocate Tejinder Singh 

R/o Village Bholapur, 

P.O. Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Punjab Food, Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Anaj Bhawan, Sector-39, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director,

Punjab Food, Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Anaj Bhawan, Sector-39, Chandigarh.

…Respondents
PRESENT :
Adv Tejinder Singh, Appellant.


Sh. Gurinder Singh, D.F.S.C. -cum- PIO. 


Sh. Abhishek Sharma, S.A. O/o Director, Punjab Food, Civil Supplies and 
Consumer Affairs.

ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 08.02.2018.


The appellant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Sh. Gurinder Singh, D.F.S.C. -cum- PIO, Ludhiana appears and states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant in the Appeal Case no. 3252 of 2017.  


In view of the above, it is ascertained that the Respondent has supplied the same information to the appellant in the other case and the appellant has received the same. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Appeal Case is closed and disposed off.

Copies of the order are sent to the parties.










Sd/-

Chandigarh






        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.02.2018





         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  3594 OF 2017

Sh. Deepak Jindal S/o Sh. Gian Chand,

Shop No. 135, Anaz Mandi,

Tehsil Dabwali, Mandi Dabwali, Distt. Sirsa. 

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Electoral Officer, Punjab

S.C.O. 29-30, Sector-17-E, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Chief Electoral Officer, Punjab

S.C.O. 29-30, Sector-17-E, Chandigarh.

…Respondents

PRESENT :
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Sukhdev Lal, Dy. C.E.O., Sh. Saurav Jain, Election Kanungo and 


Sh. Amandeep Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.  

ORDER :


The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 31.07.2017. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 09.09.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 07.12.2017.


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 21.02.2018 to appear before the Commission.


The appellant has sent a letter in the Commission vide diary no. 3623, dated: 20.02.2018 mentioning therein that he is unable to attend the today's hearing and seeks an adjournment. 


Sh. Sukhdev Lal, Dy. C.E.O. appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the R.T.I. application of the appellant has been received in this office on 10.08.2017 and same has been transferred to the PIO, District Election Office, Shri Mukatsar Sahib because information sought was related with the Lambi Assembly Constituency and transferred the same to the Returning Officer -cum- Election Registration Officer, 83-Lambi Assembly Constituency because they are competent authority to provide the information. The Assistant Election Returning Officer, Lambi has already been supplied the available information to the appellant vide letter no. 657, dated: 11.09.2017 by hand to the appellant. 

Cont… Pg 2
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In view of the above hearing, the Respondent - PIO (Naib Tehsildar -cum- PIO, Lambi) is directed to appear in person and provide the remaining information to the appellant, if there is no information then file an affidavit stating that whatever information is available has been supplied and no other information is available in the office record, on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.



The appellant is advised to follow up his case in the Commission, failing which it will be presumed that he does not want to pursue his case and decision shall be taken on merits.

The case is adjourned for 04.04.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.










Sd/-

Chandigarh






        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.02.2018





         State Information Commissioner
APPEAL CASE NO.  3599 OF 2017

Sh. Navneet Kumar S/o Sh. Baldev Raj,

Lichian Wala Bagh Colony, 

P.O./Tehsil & District Gurdaspur-143521





…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Programme Officer,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director, 

Social Security and Women & Child Development Punjab, 

S.C.O. No. 102-103, Sector-34-A, Chandigarh. 



     …Respondents

PRESENT :
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Ms. Manpreet Kaur, D.C.P.O. Amritsr on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.  

ORDER :


The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 27.07.2017. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 29.08.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 07.12.2017.


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 21.02.2018 to appear before the Commission.


The appellant is absent without any intimation to the Commission for today's hearing. 


Ms. Manpreet Kaur, D.C.P.O. Amritsar appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. i p n ;  2017$1142,  dated: 13.12.2017 through speed post. 

In view of the above, the appellant is advised to point out the deficiency, if any, in the provided information and send the same in writing to the Respondent - PIO within ten days, with a copy to the Commission. The Respondent - PIO is directed to remove the same, before the next date of hearing.


The perusal of the case reveals that respondent has delayed the information about five months. 

In view of the above, a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act is issued to Sh. Gulbahar Singh, Public Information Officer, O/o District Programme Officer, Amritsar as to why penalty should not be imposed upon him and also why compensation be not awarded to the appellant under Section 19 (8) (b) for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant.

Cont… Pg 2

APPEAL CASE NO. 3599 OF 2017

The Respondent PIO is directed to file his written reply in response to the Show Cause Notice and appear personally on the next date fixed, otherwise it will be presumed that he/she has nothing to say and the Commission shall initiate ex-parte proceeding. A copy of this order be sent to Sh. Gulbahar Singh, Public Information Officer, O/o District Programme Officer, Amritsar with registered post.

The case is adjourned for 04.04.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.










Sd/-

Chandigarh






        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.02.2018





         State Information Commissioner
APPEAL CASE NO.  3616 OF 2017

Advocate Sunil Mallan, 

Booth Number 14-B,

Sector-47-C, Chandigarh.

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner.

Barnala.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Commissioner.

Barnala.

…Respondents
PRESENT :
Advocate Sunil Malhan, Appellant.


Sh. Harmohinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.
ORDER :


The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 16.06.2017. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 06.10.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 11.12.2017.


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 21.02.2018 to appear before the Commission.


The appellant appears and states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO.


Sh. Harmohinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. 880/Pk, dated: 17.07.2017. Copy of the same is taken on record. 


In the light of the above mentioned circumstances, the Respondent - PIO (Superintendent Grade-2 O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Barnala) is directed to appear personally and file pointwise written submission according to RTI application of the appellant, on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.


The case is adjourned for 04.04.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.
Chandigarh






        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.02.2018





         State Information Commissioner
Copy to: 
Public Information Officer -cum- Superintendent Grade-2,



O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Barnala.
APPEAL CASE NO.  3620 OF 2017

Advocate Sunil Mallan, 

Booth Number 14-B,

Sector-47-C, Chandigarh.

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner.

Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Commissioner.

Ferozepur. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate.

Ferozepur.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (Secondary).

Ferozepur.

…Respondents
PRESENT :
Advocate Sunil Malhan, Appellant.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.
ORDER :


The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 16.06.2017. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 06.10.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 11.12.2017.


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 21.02.2018 to appear before the Commission.


The appellant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO till date.


The Respondent - PIO has sent a letter in the Commission vide diary no. 3080, dated: 13.02.2018 mentioning therein that the RTI application of the appellant has been received in this office on 22.06.2017 without ID proof and same has been returned to the appellant vide letter no. PIC/17/M/119, dated: 23.06.2017 stating that the information sought by the appellant is relating with the S.D.M. Ferozepur, D.T.O. Ferozepur, DEO (P) and DEO (S), Ferozepur. After that the appellant again sent the letter on 06.07.2017 which is received in the office on 13.07.2017, which was transferred to the PIO O/o S.D.M. Ferozepur and DEO (S), Ferozepur vide letter no. PIC/17/216, dated: 18.07.2017. Copy of the same is taken on record. 

Cont… Pg 2

APPEAL CASE NO. 3620 OF 2017


The Respondent - PIO (O/o S.D.M. Ferozepur and DEO (S), Ferozepur) are impleaded as necessary party in this case and further directed to appear personally and file their pointwise written submission according to RTI application of the appellant, on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against them as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.


The case is adjourned for 04.04.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.










Sd/-

Chandigarh






        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.02.2018





         State Information Commissioner

