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;

APPEAL CASE NO. 70 OF 2017 

Ms. Promila Sharma, 

House No. 166, St No. 1/B,

Shalimar Nagar, 

Hoshiarpur.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(Secondary)

Hoshiarpur. 

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer(Secondary),

Hoshiarpur.

...Respondents
PRESENT:
Ms. Promila Sharma, Appellant.


Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Dy. D.E.O. -cum - PIO, 

ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 30.11.2017. 


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


Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Dy. D.E.O. -cum- PIO appears and states that during the last hearing, the Commission was directed to the department to fix the responsibility of the person, who is responsible for the loss of record but the investigation is under consideration and it will take some more time.   


In view of the above, the personal appearance of the First Appellate Authority is needed in this case. Therefore, First Appellate Authority is directed to appear before the Commission, on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against the PIO O/o DEO (S), Hoshiarpur under section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005.  


The case is adjourned for 07.03.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






     Sd/-
CHANDIGARH


       (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

23.01.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
Regd. Post:-

Sh. Mohan Singh Lehal,


First Appellate Authority,


-cum- District Education Officer (Secondary),


Hoshiarpur.

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 809 OF 2017

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

R/o Village Mahadev Khurd,

P.O: Sohal, Tehsil and Distt:Gurdaspur.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman,

Punjab State Social Welfare

Advisory Board, Sector:35,

Chandigarh.

…Respondents
PRESENT :  
Sh. Paramjit Singh, Complainant. 


Sh. Satpal, Respondent - PIO.
ORDER :

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 30.11.2017.


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


Sh. Satpal, Respondent - PIO appears and files an affidavit mentioning therein that due to some reason, he failed to submit the reply of the Show Cause Notice issued to him and feels high regret. He further submit his apology and seeks some more time to provide the remaining information to the appellant and to retrieve the information from the PIO O/o CDPO, Dera Baba Nanak.  


Last opportunity is given to the Respondent - PIO to provide the remaining information to the appellant as per his RTI application, before the next date of hearing, failing which, penalty will be imposed on him for non compliance of the orders of the Commission as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


The case is adjourned for 07.03.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






     Sd/-
CHANDIGARH


       (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

23.01.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
COMPLAINT CASE NO.  881 OF 2017

Sh. Harinder Singh S/o Sh. Surjeet Singh,
House No. 3, Gali No. 3, 

Guru Teg Bahadur Colony,

Outside Nabha Gate, Sangrur. 

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, 

Tappa, District Barnala.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Balkaran Singh, PIO -cum- Tehsildar Tappa, Distt. Barnala.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 30.11.2017.


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


Sh. Balkaran Singh, PIO -cum- Tehsildar, Tappa (Barnala) appears and files an affidavit stating that the reply of the RTI application has already been supplied to the complainant and after that patwari does not have copy of clearance certificate in his record as such no information can be provided regarding copy of clearance certificate.  Copy of Rojnamacha and report of Patwari has already been given to the complainant. 


After examination of the case file reveals that the Respondent - PIO has supplied the available information to the complainant. 


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. 

Cont… Pg 2

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  881 OF 2017
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)

23.01.2018


                   State Information Commissioner

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1085  OF 2017
Sh. Hardev Singh,

S/o Sh. Hakam Singh,

R/o Village Malout, Tehsil: Malout,

Distt: Sri Mukatsar Sahib.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.

…Respondent

PRESENT :
None is present on behalf of the complainant.


Sh. Gurjeet Singh, Clerk O/o Tehsildar, Zira on behalf of the PIO.

ORDER :

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 30.11.2017.


The complainant is absent from today's hearing without any intimation to the Commission and he was also absent on 30.11.2017. 


Sh. Gurjeet Singh, Clerk O/o Tehsildar, Zira appears and states that the information which was related to their office has already been provided to the complainant by registered post.  


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 all the PIOs i.e. Tehsildar, Ferozepur, Tehsildar, Gurharshai and Tehsildar, Zira as to why penalty should not be imposed upon them for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant.


All the PIOs are directed to file their written replies in response to the Show Cause Notice and appear personally on the next date fixed, otherwise it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall initiate ex-parte proceeding. A copy of this order be sent to the PIO -cum- Tehsildar, Ferozepur, Gurharshai and Zira with registered post. 


               

Cont… Pg 2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1085 OF 2017

The case is adjourned for 08.03.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.





     Sd/-
Chandigarh



        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

23.01.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
Copy to (Regd. Post):


The Public Information Officer 


-cum- Tehsildar, 


Ferozepur.


The Public Information Officer 


-cum- Tehsildar, 


Gurharshai (Ferozepur).


Sh. Beant Singh Sidhu,


PIO -cum- Tehsildar, 


Zira (Ferozepur).
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1088 OF 2017

Sh. Nand Kishor,

S/o Sh. Hansraj, H.No.43,

Captain Karam Singh Nagar,

Sunam Road, Sangrur.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o D.M,

Punjab Agro Food Grains Corporation, Ltd.,

Mahila Road, Sangrur.

…Respondent

PRESENT :
Sh. Nand Kishore, the complainant.


Ms. Shashi Bala, APIO on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER :

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 30.11.2017.


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


Ms. Shashi Bala, APIO appears on behalf the Respondent - PIO and states that the information as per the RTI application of the complainant has already been supplied to him within time.

 
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.

Cont… Pg 2

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1088 OF 2017


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)

23.01.2018


                   State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  1989 OF 2017

Adv H.S. Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, 

District Court Complex,

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supply Controller,

Mini Secretariat, Moga.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Commissioner/Director,
Food & Civil Supply and Consumer Affairs, Punjab

Anaz Bhawan, Sector-39-C, Chandigarh.

…Respondents
PRESENT :
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Varun Dhamija, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER :


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 30.11.2017.


The appellant is absent for today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission and he was also absent on 04.10.2017 and 30.11.2017. 


Sh. Varun Dhamija, Inspector O/o District Food & Supply Controller, Moga appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the reply of the RTI application of the appellant has already been sent to him and after that he filed an Appeal before the First Appellate Authority and he was asked to deposit the documentation fee vide letter no. 3321, dated: 19.06.2017, but he never turned up. Copies of the letter are taken on record. 


The examination of the case file reveals that the Respondent - PIO has asked the appellant to deposit the documentation fee, but no observation has been received from him. Moreover, the appellant has not attended the hearing in the Commission consecutively thrice entailing thereby that he does not want to pursue his case further. Therefore, no further cause of action is left and the instant Appeal Case is hereby, closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.                





     Sd/-
Chandigarh



        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

23.01.2018


                   State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  2006 OF 2017

Sh. Harminder Arora S/o Sh. Inderjit, 

# 1220/16, Near Moga Mahila Singh Patwarkhana,

Moga-142001.

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Controller,

Food & Civil Supply and Consumer Affairs, Punjab

Moga.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o District Food & Civil Supply Controller,

Moga.

…Respondents

PRESENT :
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Varun Dhamija, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER :

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 30.11.2017.


The appellant is absent for today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission and he was also absent on 04.10.2017 and 30.11.2017. 


Sh. Varun Dhamija, Inspector O/o District Food & Supply Controller, Moga appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the appellant was asked to deposit the documentation fee vide letter no. R.T.I.(N:M:136)-2017/1531, dated: 06.04.2017 and after that the appellant was asked to visit the office of the Respondent for receiving the information, but he never turned up. Copies of the letter are taken on record. 


The examination of the case file reveals that the Respondent - PIO has asked the appellant to deposit the documentation fee and receive the information, but no observation has been received from him. Moreover, the appellant has not attended the hearing in the Commission consecutively thrice entailing thereby that he does not want to pursue his case further. Therefore, no further cause of action is left and the instant Appeal Case is hereby, closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.                





     Sd/-
Chandigarh



        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

23.01.2018


                   State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  2321 OF 2017

Sh. Devi Dayal S/o Sh. Faquir Chand, 

House No. 12, New Grain Market,

Sirhind Road, Patiala.

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

PUNGRAIN,

Anaj Bhawan, Sector-39, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Managing Director,

PUNGRAIN

Anaz Bhawan, Sector-39-C, Chandigarh.

…Respondents
PRESENT :
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.  


Dr. Anjuman Bhaskar, Asstt. Director (Storage) Food & Civil 

Supplies, Punjab & Sh. Amandeep Singh, Inspector on behalf of the 
Respondents.

ORDER :

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 05.12.2017.


The appellant has sent an email in the Commission, mentioning therein that his relative had expired and seeks an adjournment.


Sh. Amandeep Singh, Inspector is appears on behalf of the Respondents.


On the request of the appellant, the case is adjourned for 08.03.2018 at 11:30 AM for further proceedings.

Copies of the order are sent to the parties.                





     Sd/-
Chandigarh



        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

23.01.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
APPEAL CASE NO: 3223  OF 2016

Sh. Apar Singh Ghuman,

Village Khera Kothi, P.O: Panwan,

Via Garhdiwala, Tehsil:Dasuya,

Distt: Hoshiarpur.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer (BDPO), 

Dasuya,

DIstt: Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer (BDPO),

Hoshiarpur.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Sukhdev Kumar, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the 


Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 09.01.2018.


The appellant is absent without any intimation to the Commission for today’s hearing and he was also absent on last hearings dated: 27.09.2017, 15.11.2017, 29.11.2017 and 09.01.2018. 


Sh. Sukhdev Kumar, Panchayat Secretary O/o B.D.P.O. Dasuya (Hoshiarpur) appears and states that he has sent the demand draft of Rs. 4000/- as compensation has sent to the appellant vide letter no. 83, dated: 11.01.2018 through registered post. 


After examination the record as available in the file, it is ascertained that the appellant has not attended the hearing in the Commission consecutively thrice entailing thereby that he does not want to pursue his case further, which appears that he is satisfied with the information provided. 


Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided alongwith compensation to him by the respondent. Therefore, no further cause of action is left in the instant Appeal Case, which is hereby, closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.                





     Sd/-
Chandigarh



        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

23.01.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
