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.  39 OF 2018

Sh. Lucky Kumar S/o Sh. Ram Gopal,

H. No. B-V/813, Tilak Nagar, 

Ludhiana-8

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Programme Officer,

Social Security and Women & Child Development,

Sangrur.

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:
Sh. Lucky Kumar, Appellant.


Sh. Sukhdeep Singh, District Programme Officer –cum- PIO.

ORDER:


The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 16.09.2017. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 10.10.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 18.12.2017.


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 24.04.2018 to appear before the Commission.


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


Sh. Sukhdeep Singh, Respondent – PIO appears and file his written submission mentioning therein that the he has received the reply from the all APIOs that the demanded information cannot be provided to the appellant due to the third party information.


The appellant is not satisfied with the information provided.

I have carefully considered the objections of the appellant that is without substance. Appellant is advised, for his grievances, to approach the concerned authorities. Since, information has been provided as per record, no further cause of action is left and the Appeal is closed and disposed of. 

Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-
Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
APPEAL CASE NO.  54 OF 2018

Sh. JaI Gopal Dhiman,

P.O. No. 10, Head Post Office,

Hoshiarpur.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Manager,

PUNSUP,

Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o District Manager,

PUNSUP,

Hoshiarpur.

…Respondents

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Rajinder Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:


The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 04.07.2017. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 13.09.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 22.12.2017.


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 24.04.2018 to appear before the Commission.


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


Sh. Rajinder Singh, Sr. Assistant O/o PUNSUP, Hoshiarpur appears on behalf of the Respondent – PIO and states that requisite information has been provided to the appellant vide dated: 07.03.2018 by hand and he has acknowledged the same. Copy of the same is taken on record.  

The perusal of the record reveals that the Respondent has supplied the requisite information to the appellant by hand and he is satisfied and acknowledged in writing his satisfaction, 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)

24.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
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. Mohan Singh Lehal, D.E.O. (S) –cum- FAA, 

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Dy. D.E.O. -cum – PIO & Ms. Baljit Kaur on behalf of the Respondent – PIO. 

ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 23.01.2018. 


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


Sh. Mohan Singh Lehal, D.E.O. (S) –cum- FAA appears and files the final investigation report for the perusal of the Commission and copy of the same is handed over to the appellant during the hearing. 

After examining the case file, it reveals that the respondent has supplied the available information to the appellant and remaining information is misplaced in the office record. In wake of aforementioned circumstances the Respondent – PIO is directed to file an FIR in response to the missing file and copy of the same to the appellant with these directions no further action is left and case is closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-

Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
Regd. Post:-

1) Sh. Mohan Singh Lehal,


First Appellate Authority,


-cum- District Education Officer (Secondary),


Hoshiarpur.

APPEAL CASE NO.  106 OF 2018

Sh. Jagmohan Singh Makkar,

Chief Editor, Current Affairs, 

# 334, G.T. Road, Salim Tabri,

Ludhiana.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Manager,

Punjab Agro Foodgrains Corporation,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Punjab Agro Foodgrains Corporation, 

Plot No. 2-A, Sector-28-A, Chandigarh.

…Respondents

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Bhupinder Kumar, APIO & Sh. Gulshan Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the

Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:


The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 28.03.2017. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 19.06.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 27.12.2017.


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 24.04.2018 to appear before the Commission.


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


Sh. Bhupinder Kumar, APIO O/o Punjab Agro Foodgrains Corporation, Chandigarh appears on behalf of the Respondent – PIO and states that the RTI application of the appellant has been received in this office vide letter no. PAFC/Ludhiana/2017/158, dated: 26.04.2017 from the office of Punjab Agro Foodgrains Corporation Limited, Ludhiana. After that the appellant has asked to deposit the documentation fee of Rs. 142/- vide letter no. PAFC/RTI/2017/4236, dated: 22.05.2017 but no observation has been received from him. He further states that the same information has already been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. PAFC/Amla/2016/20627, dated: 02.11.2016. Copy of the same is taken on record. 
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APPEAL CASE NO. 106 of 2018 


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


After examining the case file, it reveals that the Respondent – PIO O/o District Manager, Punjab Agro Foodgrains Corporation, Ludhiana has not transferred the RTI application in time. 

In view of the above, a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act is issued to the PIO O/o District Manager, Punjab Agro Foodgrains Corporation, Ludhiana, as to why penalty should not be imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the appellant under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


The Respondent PIO is directed to file an affidavit in response to the Show Cause Notice and should appear personally on the next date fixed, otherwise it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall initiate ex-parte proceeding. A copy of this order be sent to the PIO O/o District Manager, Punjab Agro Foodgrains Corporation, Ludhiana by registered post.


The case is adjourned for 04.07.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-

Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  108 OF 2018

Sh. Lucky Kumar S/o Sh. Ram Gopal,

H. No. B-V/813, Tilak Nagar, 

Ludhiana-8

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Programme Officer,

Social Security and Women & Child Development,

Hoshiarpur.

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:
Sh. Lucky Kumar, Appellant.


Sh. Kuldeep Singh, District Programme Officer –cum- PIO.

ORDER:


The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 20.09.2017. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 10.10.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 27.12.2017.


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 24.04.2018 to appear before the Commission.


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


Sh. Kuldeep Singh, District Programme Offcer –cum – PIO appears and states that sought for information, as available in the record, has been provided to the appellant.


The appellant is not satisfied with the information provided.

I have carefully considered the objections of the appellant that is without substance. Appellant is advised, for his grievances, he may approach the concerned authorities. Since, information has been provided as per record, no further cause of action is left and the Appeal is closed and disposed of. 

Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-

Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
APPEAL CASE NO.  112 OF 2018

Sh. Bohar Singh S/o S. Boota Singh,

Prem Nagar, Ward No. 6, 

Kotkapura, Tehsil Kotkapura,

Distt. Faridkot-151204



         …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman,

Schedules Casts and Scheduled Tribes Commission,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Chairman,

Schedules Casts and Scheduled Tribes Commission,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


       …Respondents

PRESENT:
Sh. Bohar Singh, Appellant.


Ms. Bhawana Sethi, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent – PIO.

ORDER:


The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 18.05.2017. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 14.09.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 27.12.2017.


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 24.04.2018 to appear before the Commission.


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


Ms. Bhawana Sethi, Clerk appears on behalf of the Respondent – PIO and states that the appellant is asked to deposit the documentation fee vide letter no. e(o)-1098$14$gonie$2017$9266, fwsh, uzvhrVQ 30-10-2017 through simple post. Copy of the same is taken on record.


In view of the above, the respondent has not asked the appellant to deposit the documentation fee well in time. Therefore, the Respondent – PIO is directed to provide the complete information to the appellant free of cost, on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


The case is adjourned for 07.05.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-

Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
APPEAL CASE NO.  141 OF 2018

Sh. Deepak Khurana,

# 264/16, Nai Abadi, Chhoti Pori,

Abohar-152116 (Fazilka).

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Ferozepur Range,

Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Inspector General of Police,

Bathinda Range,

Bathinda.

 …Respondents

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Ms. Alka, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:


The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 29.08.2017. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 16.10.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 28.12.2017.


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 24.04.2018 to appear before the Commission.


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


Ms. Alka, Sr. Assistant O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police, Ferozepur Range appears on behalf of the Respondent – PIO and states that the demanded information has already been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. 31662/F.R.-R.T.I., dated: 10.10.2017. Copy of the same is taken on record. 


It is observed that the respondents are being represented by very low level officials who are not in a position to satisfy the Commission. From the next date of hearing, no person below the PIO or APIO will be allowed to appear in the Commission.  Appearance of low level officials will amount to disrespect to the RTI Act besides invoking the provisions of imposition of penalty and also award of compensation to the appellant and also recommendation of disciplinary action against the PIO under Section 20 of RTI Act, 2005.
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APPEAL CASE NO. 141 of 2018 

In view of the above, the Respondent – PIO is directed to appear in person alongwith point wise reply of the RTI application of the appellant, on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated as provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


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


The case is adjourned for 04.07.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-

Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
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:  
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 


Sh. Satpal, Respondent - PIO.
ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 23.01.2018.


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


Sh. Satpal, Respondent - PIO appears and states that the remaining information has already been provided to the complainant and no information has been left to supplied. 


After examining the case file, it is ascertained that the Respondent has supplied the available information to the complainant but after the lapse of five months. The Respondent – PIO has filed the reply of the show cause notice, explaining therein the reasons in detail for the delay in supplying the information. I agree with the plea put forth by the PIO and therefore show cause notice is, hereby, dropped. I, however, do not wish to take any further action in this matter regarding the imposition of penalty upon the Respondent. However, he is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications.

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, the Commissioners have 
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.  809 OF 2017
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 view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.


The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated: 08.05.2017 to the Complainant. 


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


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1289 OF 2017

Sh. Jagjit Singh S/o Sh. Jang Singh,

Village & Tehsil Malout, 

Distt. Shri Mukatsar Sahib.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Mandi Officer,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Maninderjeet Singh Bedi, District Mandi Officer –cum- PIO. 

ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 18.01.2018. 


The complainant is absent without any intimation to the Commission for today’s hearing and he was also absent on last hearing dated: 18.01.2018.


Sh. Maninderjeet Singh Bedi, District Mandi Officer –cum- PIO appears and files a Affidavit mentioning therein that the demanded information has been supplied to the complainant through registered post vide letter no. 1480, dated: 11.12.2017 and alongwith reply of the show cause notice, explaining therein the reasons in detail for the delay in supplying the information. 


I agree with the plea put forth by the PIO and therefore show cause notice is, hereby, dropped. 


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, 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.   
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1289 OF 2017

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 view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.


The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 26.09.2017 to the Complainant. 


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


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.

Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner 

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1306 OF 2017

Sh. Manjinder Singh S/o Sh. Gian Singh,

Village Gehri Mandi,

Block Jandiala Guru, 

Tehsil & Distt. Amritsar.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Punjab Food, Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Anaj Bhawan, Sector-39, Chandigarh.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Umesh Kumar, Assistant Food & Supplies Officer, Ajnala, Amritsar

on behalf of the Respondent – PIO. 

ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 18.01.2018. 


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


Sh. Umesh Kumar, Assistant Food & Supplies Officer, Ajnala, Amritsar appears on behalf of the Respondent – PIO and files a Affidavit mentioning therein that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant and he has acknowledged in the writing that he is satisfied with the provided information alongwith reply of the show cause notice, explaining therein the reasons in detail for the delay in supplying the information. 


I agree with the plea put forth by the PIO and therefore show cause notice is, hereby, dropped. Since, the requisite information stands provided and the complainant has acknowledged in writing that he is satisfied with the provided information; the Complaint Case is hereby, closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-

Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
Copy to:


Sh. A.P. Singh,


District Food Supply and Consumer Affairs Controller,


Amritsar.
APPEAL CASE NO.  2760 OF 2016

Sh. Ravinder Singh,

H.No. 986, Near Dev Hotel,

Main Bazar, Moga (Pb).

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Moga.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional District Commissioner,

Moga. 

…Respondents

PRESENT:
None for the Parties.

ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 03.04.2018.

Both the parties are absent without any intimation to the Commission for today’s hearing. 


On the last date of hearing, the penalty was imposed upon Sh. Pawan Kumar Gulati, Tehsildar, Guruharsahai, Distt. Ferozepur under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for not providing the information. At today, he is again absent without any intimation to the Commission, which shows that he has no regard to the orders of the Commission. Therefore penalty of Rs. 25000/- has been imposed which should be deducted from his salary. 


The case is adjourned for 04.07.2018 at 11:30 AM.


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-

Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
Copy to intimation and necessary action:

1)
The Deputy Commissioner, 


Ferozepur.

2) Sh. Pawan Kumar Gulati,

Tehsildar, 

Guruharsahai, Distt. Ferozepur.
APPEAL CASE NO. 2698 OF 2016

Adv H.S. Hundal,

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Mohali.




           …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary, 

Regional Transport Authority,

Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary,

Regional Transport Authority (Main Office),

S.C.O. 177-178, Sector-17-C, Chandigarh.



…Respondents

PRESENT:
Adv H.S. Hundal, Appellant.
Sh. Neeraj, Clerk O/o Secretary, R T A, Faridkot is present on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 18.01.2018.


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


Sh. Neeraj, Clerk O/o Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Faridkot appears on behalf of the Respondent – PIO and states that information sought by the appellant is available with the S.D.M. Moga and the same has been supplied to the appellant. He further states that no information is available with the Respondent - PIO.


In view of the above, the Respondent - FAA is directed to enquire into the matter and fix the responsibility, against the erring officer, who is responsible for the delay in providing the information and Commission be informed in this regard.


Last opportunity is given to Sh. Gurvinder Singh Johal, S.D.M. Dharamkot (Moga) and is directed to appear personally and file the reply explaining the reasons for delay, 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 04.07.2018 at 11:30 AM.


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-

Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
Sh. Gurvinder Singh Johal,

Sub-Divisional Magistrate,


Dharamkot (Moga).

APPEAL CASE NO. 2841 OF 2016

Adv H.S.Hundal,

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Mohali.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary, 

Regional Transport Authority,

Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary,

Regional Transport Authority (Main Office),

S.C.O. 177-178, Sector-17-C, Chandigarh.
…Respondents
PRESENT:
Adv H.S. Hundal, Appellant.
Sh. Neeraj, Clerk O/o Secretary, R T A, Faridkot is present on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 18.01.2018.


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


Sh. Neeraj, Clerk O/o Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Faridkot appears on behalf of the Respondent – PIO and states that information sought by the appellant is available with the S.D.M. Moga and the same has been supplied to the appellant. He further states that no information is available with the Respondent - PIO.


In view of the above, the Respondent - FAA is directed to enquire into the matter and fix the responsibility, against the erring officer, who is responsible for the delay in providing the information and Commission be informed in this regard.


Last opportunity is given to Sh. Gurvinder Singh Johal, S.D.M. Dharamkot (Moga) and is directed to appear personally and file the reply explaining the reasons for delay, 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 04.07.2018 at 11:30 AM.


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-

Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
Sh. Gurvinder Singh Johal,

Sub-Divisional Magistrate,


Dharamkot (Moga).
