STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 176 of 2016 

Sh. Vishal Goyal (85590-18000),

18, Home Land Enclave, 

Bathinda.  








    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,  

Bathinda.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,  

Bathinda.





    


       ...Respondent

Show Cause Notice:-

Sh. Avtar Singh Makkar, DRO-cum-PIO




(Regd. Post)

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Bathinda.
Present:   
Sh. Vishal Goyal, complainant in person. 

None for the respondent.
ORDER
1. The complainant states that no information has been received from the respondent till date. He further adds that the penal action against the respondent should be taken for delay in providing the information.

2. During the hearing on 11.03.2016, the respondent requested for an adjournment to file reply to the Notice of the Commission.  On the next date of hearing, respondent sought another adjournment.  Today also, respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission.  
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3.
After hearing the complainant, it is ascertained that the considerable delay has been caused in providing the information. Therefore, I deem it appropriate to issue show cause notice to PIO, Avtar Singh Makkar, DRO 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 hearing now on 27.06.2016 at 02:00 PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh






(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.04.2016

                     
        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. 177 of 2016 

Sh. Vishal Goyal (85590-18000),

18, Home Land Enclave, 

Bathinda.  








    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,  

Bathinda.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,  

Bathinda.





    


       ...Respondent

Show Cause Notice:-

Sh. Avtar Singh Makkar, DRO-cum-PIO




(Regd. Post)

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda.
Present:   
Sh. Vishal Goyal, complainant in person. 

None for the respondent.

ORDER
1.
The complainant states that no information has been received from the respondent till date. He further adds that the penal action against the respondent should be taken for delay in providing the information.

2.
During the hearing on 11.03.2016, the respondent requested for an adjournment to file reply to the Notice of the Commission.  On the next date of hearing, respondent sought another adjournment.  Today also, respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission.  
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3.
After hearing the complainant, it is ascertained that the considerable delay has been caused in providing the information. Therefore, I deem it appropriate to issue show cause notice to PIO, Avtar Singh Makkar, DRO 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 hearing now on 27.06.2016 at 02:00 PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh






(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.04.2016

                     
        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. 116 of  2016 

Date of institution:28.12.2015

Date of decision:21.04.2016

Shri Kamaljit Singh, (M 9463019091)

House No. 47/F, Street No. 5, 
Prem Nagar, Judicial Court Road, 
Near Truck Union, 
Malerkotla, Sangrur. – 148023.




            ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(S),
Mini Secretariat, 2nd Floor, 
Near Bharat Nagar Chowk, 
Ludhiana.
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Public Instructions (Se) - Punjab, 
Director General School Education, Punjab. 
Vidya Bhawan (Punjab School Education Board) 
Phase-8, SAS Nagar.





…...Respondent

Present:   
 None for the appellant.

For the respondent no. Sh. Swaran Singh, Jr. Assistant (9815964423).

ORDER
1. The RTI application in this appeal case is dated 01.10.2015 whereby the information has been sought on five points from the respondent mentioned therein.  After filing first appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 14.11.2015, the second appeal was filed in the Commission on 28.12.2015 under Section 19 of the RTI Act 2005.

2. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 23.02.2016 in the Commission.
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3.
During the hearing on 23.02.2016, the authorized representative of the appellant has stated that incomplete information has been provided by the respondent vide letters dated 15.02.2016 and dated 23.02.2016.  However, he has sent written submission received in the Commission at diary no. 8405 dated 01.04.2016 mentioning therein that he has already received information on 23.02.2016 about twenty clusters and the remaining information about other clusters has also been provided to him with which he is satisfied.  

4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide memo no. 15.02.2016 and additional submission dated 23.02.2016 has also been placed on the record of the Commission.  The respondent also files written submission dated 20.04.2016 mentioning therein that now the complete information has been provided by the respondent to the satisfaction of the appellant.  

5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the record available in the file, it is ascertained that the complete and satisfactory information has been provided by the respondent to the appellant.  Accordingly, 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: 21.04.2016


                             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. 3512  of 2015 

Sh. Prem Chand,

S/o Sh. Nand Lal,

Near Gurdwara Gani Kha,

Machhiwara, Ludhiana






    …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Education, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary Education, Punjab,

Chandigarh.





   


 ...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant. 

For the respondent: Smt. Sarabhjeet Kaur, Senior Assistant o/o DPI (S) Sh. Kuldeep Chand, Senior Assistant o/o Secretary Education (98888-10772) and Sh. Virinder Madan, Assistant Secy., O/o PSEB, Mohali (9888371100).
 ORDER
1.
A letter has been received from the appellant in the Commission at diary no.8729 dated 05.04.2016 for requesting an adjournment.
2.
Sh. Virinder Madan, Assistant Secy., on behalf of o/o PSEB, Mohali files written submission which is taken on record and states that point wise information qua the RTI application has been brought in the Commission to be given by hand to the appellant who is not present today and that the same shall be sent to him by registered post within a week from today.

3.
On the plea of the appellant, last opportunity is given to him to follow up his case 
Contd…p-2

Appeal Case No. 3512  of 2015 

in the Commission, failing which ex-parte decision shall be taken. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 22.06.2016 at 02.00PM.

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.04.2016

                     
     
   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. 3239  of 2015 

Sh. Surinder Pal  (M-9256950599)

o/o Deputy Director, District Bureau 

Rozgar Generation and Training,

Jalandhar.  







          ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary, Rozgar Generation 

and Training, Punjab Govt., Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary, Rozgar Generation 

and Training, Punjab Govt., Chandigarh.     


 …...Respondent   

Present:
Sh. Surinder Pal, appellant, in person.   

For the respondent: Smt. Meenakshi Goyal, APIO (981500-6579) and Smt. Kiran,  Senior Assistant o/o Principal Secretary, Rozgar Generation and Training, Punjab Govt., Chandigarh. 

ORDER
1.
The appellant states that he has already sent his written submission in response to the respondent’s memo dated 19.01.2016 to the Commission and copy thereof has been sent to the respondent also.
2.
The respondent states that the written submission dated 11.04.2016 has not been received by the respondent.
3.
Copy of the written submission dated 11.04.2016 from the appellant be given to the respondent.  The respondent is directed to file written reply 
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accordingly before the next ate of hearing and copy of the same be sent to the appellant.   The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 22.06.2016 at 2.00PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.04.2016


                     
        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.71of 2016

Date of institution:04.01.2016
Date of decision:21.04.2016

Shri Sham Lal Jindal, (M 9465573458)

S/o Shri Charanji Lal, 
R/o House No. 443, Model Town, 
Phase-2, Bathinda.







    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector-62, S.A.S. Nagar.




    ...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Manjit Singh, Senior Assistant.

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 15.10.2014 whereby the information-seeker has sought information about Sh. Arun Kumar Jindal on ten points from the respondent as mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 04.01.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 23.02.2016 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant was neither present during the hearing on 23.02.2016 nor he is present today and no intimation has been received about reason of his absence.
4.
The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent during the last hearing vide letter dated 23.02.2016 mentioning therein that 
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Complaint Case No.71of 2016

the information has already been provided to the complainant by registered post vide letter dated 03.02.2016.  He further points out that the similar information has been sought by the complainant vide his RTI application and the matter was heard in the Commission in complaint case no.2883 of 2015 which has been disposed of on 08.02.2016 by the Commission.  He clarifies that in RTI application in complaint case no. 2883 of 2015, the information has been sought on three points whereas in RTI application dated 15.10.2014, he has sought information on ten points.  Vide letter dated 03.02.2016, the consolidated information has been provided to the complainant and the complainant had tendered in writing that he has received the information vide letter dated 08.2.2016 and the case may be disposed of.  


In the end, he has requested that this complaint case may be closed as the information has already been provided in complaint case no. 2883 of 2015.   

5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the information has been received by the complainant on 08.02.2016 and he has also tendered in writing that this case may be disposed of.  Since, the information in the instant case has already been provided by the respondent to the complainant who has tendered in writing in complaint case no.2883 of 2015 that he has received the information, the instant Complaint Case is also hereby, disposed of and closed. 
Contd…p-3
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6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.04.2016.


                             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. 3513 of 2015

Sh. Gulshan Rai Sanger,

Mohalla Vaid Hem Raj,

Nawanshar








  ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI(Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o DPI(Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh.

3. Public Information Officer,

O/o D.A.N. College of Education for Women,

Rahon Road, Nawanshahr Doaba,

S.B.S. Nagar.






 …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Gulshan Rai Sanger, appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant (9855683544) and Sh. Shakti Kumar, Suptd., and Sh. Sameer Sachdeva, Advocate
 ORDER  
1.
During the last hearing on 23.02.2016, the appellant had brought to the Notice of the Commission that the information for point no. 3 to 7 has not been provided to him by the respondent.  He further states that now he has received response of the College vide letter dated 13.04.2016 but he is not satisfied with the same.  He requests that he may be given an opportunity to file written submission in response to the letter dated 13.04.2016 of the respondent. 
2.
Sh. Sameer Sachdeva, Advocate on behalf of the respondent D.A.N College, Nawanshahr files power of attorney which is taken on record.  He states that written 
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submission on behalf of the respondent no.3 has already been sent to the Commission including letter dated 13.04.2016 vide which reply to the appellant pertaining the information from point no. 3 to 7 has been given.
3.
On the request of the appellant, an opportunity is given to him to file written submission in response to respondent’s letter dated 13.04.2016.

4.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 01.07.2016 at 2.00PM.

5.
Announced in the Court.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.04.2016


                     
        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. 3514 of 2015

Date of institution:03.11.2015

Date of decision:21.04.2016

Sh. Gulshan Rai Sanger,

Mohalla Vaid Hem Raj,

Nawanshar








  ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI(Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o DPI(Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh.


3. Public Information Officer,

O/o D.A.N. College of Education for Women,

Rahon Road, Nawanshahr Doaba,

S.B.S. Nagar. 






 …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Gulshan Rai Sanger, appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant (9855683544) and Sh. Shakti Kumar, Suptd., and Sh. Sameer Sachdeva, Advocate
 ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 28.04.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information pertaining to five points from the respondent as enumerated in his RTI application. On not getting the information, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 03.11.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 27.01.2016 in the Commission.
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3.
During the hearing dated 23.02.2016, appellant had pointed out that information regarding point no. 2 to 4 has not been provided to him by the respondent.  In today’s hearing, the appellant states that he has received the complete information but it has not been provided to him within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act , 2005.  Therefore, he should be compensated and the PIO should be penalized for delay in providing the information as per RTI Act. 

4.
Sh. Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant files reply to the Notice of the Commission mentioning therein that most of the information was to be provided by the D.A.N. College of Education for Women, SBS Nagar and they have already provided the complete information which was related to their department.  He further submits that complete information has been provided to the appellant without any willful delay.  

5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record as available on file, it is ascertained that the respondent no.1 has provided the complete information after obtaining it from respondent no.3.  I agree with the contention of respondent no.1 that major part of the information was available with respondent no.3 and it was on account of time consuming correspondence between respondent no.1 and no.3 that delay in providing the information to the appellant has been caused.  But this delay was neither intentional nor malafide. As regards, information on point no.4 and 5, the issues are in process and action thereon yet remains to be taken by the respondent no.1.  In wake of above, the instant Appeal Case is hereby, disposed of and closed. 

6.
Announced in the Court.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.04.2016


                     
        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. 171 of 2016 

Date of institution:05.01.2016

Date of decision:21.04.2016

Shri Hans Raj, M 9988742434,

S/o Shri Ram Sawroop, 
R/o 545/7, Baggeana Basti, 
Moga. 142001.






            ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 
Moga.
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Local Bodies, Punjab,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.





…...Respondent

 Present:   
None for the appellant. 

For the respondent: Bharat Bhushan, Draftsman (97801-00340). 

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 04.08.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information pertaining to two points regarding parking of recently build-up building of Sharma-Sweets in Main Bazar, Moga as enumerated in his RTI application. On not getting the information, he filed First appeal with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 22.09.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 05.01.2016  under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 23.02.2016 in the Commission.
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3.
The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.  During the hearing on 23.02.2016, the appellant stated that he had received the information vide letter dated 18.02.2016 from the respondent but pointed out that he had not received letter no.252 dated 28.08.2015 from the respondent.
4.
Sh. Bharat Bhushan, Draftsman on behalf of the respondent files additional written submission which is taken on record.  He states that information has been sent vide letter dated 23.02.2016.  He has also brought the original record of dispatch register indicating the authenticity of the fact that information has been provided to the appellant ealier vide letter no. 252 dated 28.08.2015.

5.
After perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the information has already been provided vide letter dated 28.08.2015 by the respondent to the appellant. This has been verified from the original dispatch register perused by the Commission.  It is further ascertained that the information has again been provided by the respondent to the appellant vide letter dated 18.02.2016.  In wake of above, 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: 21.04.2016.


                             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. 2644 of 2015 

Date of institution:04.11.2015

Date of decision:21.04.2016

Sh. Brish Bhan Bhujrak,

S/o Sh. Saroop Chand,

H.No.33, Kahangarh Raod,


Patran, Distt:Patiala.






  ..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,(Secondary)

Nera Civil Surgeon Office, Patiala.




 …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Brish Bhan Bhujrak, complainant, in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Steno. 

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 13.05.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 04.11.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 28.01.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that  the information of Guru Gobind Singh Public School, Shatrana has been received by him from the school directly but the information of Adarsh Public School, Shatrana has not been provided till date by the respondent.

4.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that both the schools about which the information has been sought are private schools even then the RTI application was transferred to both the schools under Section 6 (3) of the RTI Act vide respondent's letter dated 13.08.2015.
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5.
After hearing both parties, it is ascertained that the information sought by the complainant pertains to private schools who are not public authority as defined under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act. Accordingly, 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: 21.04.2016


                     
        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.93 of 2016
Date of institution:06.01.2016

Date of deicions:21.04.2016

Shri Tejinder Singh, (90410-04313)

R/o Village Bholapur, P.O. Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.





    …Complainant


Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Moga.









    ...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent: Bharat Bhushan, Draftsman (97801-00340). 

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 30.07.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information about implementation of the RTI Act from the respondent as mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 06.01.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 23.02.2016  in the Commission.

3.
The complainant was neither present during the hearing on 23.02.2016 and has sought an adjournment.  However, today also he is not present. 
4.
The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already 
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been sent vide letter no. 211 dated 18.02.2016 stating that on the RTI application dated 30.07.2015, the information seeker was responded to by the respondent Corporation vide letter no.1498 dated 11.08.2015 asking for identity proof of the complainant which was not sent by the information seeker alongwith the RTI application.


He further states that on receiving copy of the complaint in the Commission alongwith the identity of the information seeker, the information has been provided to the complainant vide letter no.211 dated 18.02.2016.  The respondent further mentions that another written submission vide letter no.470 dated 08.02.2016 has also been sent to the Commission alongwith written submission of the complainant that he has visited the o/o of the respondent Corporation on 08.02.2016 and was satisfied with the information provided by the respondent and has requested for disposing of this case.

5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the record available on the file, it is ascertained that the information has been received by the complainant on 18.02.2016 with which the complainant is satisfied.  Accordingly, 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: 21.04.2016.


                             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. 3084 of 2015

Date of institution:24.09.2015

Date of decision:21.04.2016
Sh. Ashok Kumar (M-7508593537)

S/o Shri Khushal Chand,

R/o Chungi Khanna Road,

Dhobi Mohalla, Ferozepur-152002.




  ……Appellant

Versus

1.   Public Information Officer,

  O/o Executive Officer, Municipal Council, 

  Ferozepur-152002

2.   First Appellate Authority,

 
O/o Deputy Director, Local Bodies, Punjab,

  Ferozepur-152002  






 …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Vikas Dhawan, Inspector (9780009796).

ORDER
1.
The RTI application in this appeal case is dated 31.03.2015 whereby record pertaining to entries of death has been sought from the respondent.  On not getting the information, first appeal was filed on 11.05.2015 with the First Appellate Authority and second appeal in the Commission was filed on 24.09.2015 under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005.
2.
Notice was issued to both the parties for hearing on 14.12.2015 through video conference and later on this case was heard in the Commission.
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3.
The appellant has stated on 21.01.2016, that the documents on the basis of which the death certificate has been prepared and entry accordingly in the death register has been made has not been provided by the respondent.
4.
The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has been filed vide letter no.4211 dated 14.12.2015 mentioning therein that the death certificate and copy of entry in death register has been provided to the appellant but the documents on the basis of which the  said entry has been made was not available with the respondent Council.  He further states that vide letter no.414 dated 03.02.2016, the appellant has been intimated that the information sought about the documents pertain to the year 1993 and even after making efforts these documents could not been traced.  Today, the respondent files additional written submission dated 21.04.2016 enclosing therewith an affidavit that the supporting documents regarding death certificate are not available on record and therefore cannot be provided.

5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the record, it is ascertained that vide RTI application, the appellant has sought information regarding record of death entry in the death register.  It is further ascertained that the death certificate and certified copy of entry in Death Register of the Council has been provided to the appellant.  An affidavit stating that the remaining information i.e. supporting documents are not available on record of the respondent has also been placed on record.  The respondent is directed to send the copy of the affidavit to 
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the appellant within a week from today by registered post.  In wake of above, 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: 21.04.2016


                     
        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. 3475 of 2015 

Date of institution:30.10.2015

Date of decision:21.04.2016

Sh. Savinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Kaur Singh,

R/o Village Rangian,

Tehsil Dhuri, Distt:Sangrur.




..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o BDPO, Sherpur,

Tehsil:Dhuri, Distt:Sangrur.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o DDPO, 

Sangrur.  







 …...Respondent

  Present:   
None for the parties. 
 ORDER
2. The RTI application is dated 13.08.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information on four points pertaining to proceedings register, grants/funds, M.B and cash book of Gram Panchayat, Village Rangia for the period from 01.06.2013 to 31.07.2015 as enumerated in his RTI application.  On not getting the information, he filed First appeal with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 30.09.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 30.10.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 27.01.2016 in the Commission.
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3.
A letter has been received from the respondent in the Commission at diary No.9743 dated 21.04.2016 mentioning therein that the Panchayat Secretary and the appellant have tendered in writing the appellant does not need the information any more. 
4.    The perusal of letter received from the respondent-BDPO indicates that the appellant does not need the information now and that his misconception has been removed.  Accordingly, this Appeal Case is hereby, disposed of and closed.  

5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.04.2016


                     
        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. 42 of 2016

Shri Vishal Goyal, (M 855901800).

# 18, Home Land Enclave, 
Bathinda.



 




    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 
Bathinda.


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 
Bathinda.








   ...Respondent

Present:   
Shri Vishal Goyal, complainant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Kirandeep Singh, Building Insepctor.

ORDER
1. The complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided by the respondent earlier and that the respondent Corporation should be directed to file reply in response to his observation dated 20.02.2016.

2. The respondent requests that a short adjournment may be given to file reply in the Commission including response to the observation of the appellant dated 20.02.2016.
3. On the plea of the respondent, the matter to come up for further hearing on 27.06.2016 at 2.00PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.04.2016


                             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. 2706 of 2015
date of institution:21.09.2015

Date of decision:21.04.2016

Sh. Manphool Singh,

S/o SH. Jaswant Singh Alias,

Banta Singh, Village Barri,

Tehsil and Distt: SAS Nagar.





…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o E.O,

GMADA, Mohali.








    
…...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant. 



For the respondent: Sh. Mandeep Kumar, Patwari (98037-02850).
 ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 07.08.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information pertaining to five points from the respondent as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 21.09.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 11.01.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant was neither present during the hearing on 23.02.2016 when last opportunity was given to him nor he is present at today's hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.

4.
The respondent states that incompliance with the directions dated 11.01.2016 of the Commission the complainant has already inspected the record and the information 
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identified by him has been provided to him vide memo dated 13.01.2016 copy of which has been endorsed to the Commission also. 
5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that incompliance with the order dated 11.01.2016 of the Commission the respondent has provided the information vide letter dated 13.01.2016 after inspection of record by the complainant. The complainant has not attending the hearing of the Commission consecutively twice entailing thereby that he does not want to pursue the matter further. Accordingly, the instant Complaint Case is hereby, disposed of and closed.   
6.
Announced in the Court.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 21.04.2016


                     
        State Information Commissioner

