STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

RED CROSS BHAWAN, MADHYA MARG, SECTOR – 16, 

(NEXT TO ROSE GARDEN), CHANDIGARH
Tel No. 0172-2864116, Fax No. 0172-2864125, 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com; Email: scic@punjabmail.gov.in;  

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 58 OF 2017

Sh. Parveen Kohli S/o Sh. Savdesh Kohli,

R/o House No. 451/2, College Road, 

Jagraon, District- Ludhiana.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director, Local Bodies, 

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.

...Respondent

Present :  
Sh. Parveen Kohli, Complainant.


Sh. Som Nath, S.A. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 31.05.2017. 

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


Sh. Som Nath, Sr. Asstt appears on behalf of the Respondent PIO and states that the information has already been sent to the complainant by registered post. He further states that the complainant never point out any deficiencies in the provided information and he has brought the Affidavit as per order dated: 31.05.2017.


After hearing both the parties and perusal of the record available in the case file, it is ascertained that the information has already been provided to the complainant according to its availability in the office record. Original affidavit is also given to the Complainant. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Complaint Case is disposed off and closed. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.07.2017


         State Information Commissioner
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 59 OF 2017

Sh. Parveen Kohli s/o Sh. Savdesh Kohli,

R/o House No. 451/2, College Road, 

Jagraon, District- Ludhiana.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director, Local Bodies, 

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.

...Respondent

Present :  
Sh. Parveen Kohli, complainant.


S. Amrinder Singh, Supdt on behalf of the respondent.
   
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 31.05.2017. 

           
The complainant appears and states that illegible information has been provided to him by the respondent.  


S. Amrinder Singh, Superintendent appears on behalf of the Respondent PIO and states that the information has already been sent to the complainant by registered post. He further states that the complainant never point out any deficiencies in the provided information and he has brought the Affidavit as per order dated: 31.05.2017.


The Respondent further provide the legible information to the complainant during the hearing. 


After hearing both the parties and perusal of the record available in the case file, it is ascertained that the information has already been provided to the complainant according to its availability in the office record. Original affidavit is also given to the complainant. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Complaint Case is disposed off and closed. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 












Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.07.2017


         State Information Commissioner

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 67 OF 2017
Smt. Manjit Kaur w/o Sh. Avtar Singh, 

Mohalla Malkan Wala, 

Near Tariq Painter,

Sunam (Sangrur).

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (Secondary)

DAC, Sangrur.

...Respondent

PRESENT:
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Ms. Karamjit Kaur, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 31.05.2017 vide which, a show cause notice was issued to the PIO o/o DEO (SE), Sangrur  under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.


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


Ms. Karamjit Kaur, Jr. Asstt. appears on behalf of the Respondent -PIO and states that the demanded information is relates with the M.D. Public High School, Sunam and it does not fall under the definition of public authority.


In view of the above, the Respondent - PIO is directed to appear personally and provide the information available in the official record, before the next date of hearing. One more opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case, 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 31.08.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 












Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.07.2017


         State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, S. Amrinder Singh Singh appeared on behalf of the complainant and stated that due to some reason he could not attend the hearing on time. He was intimated about the above said order.


















Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.07.2017


         State Information Commissioner

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 70 OF 2017 

Smt. Bimla Devi w/o Sh. Om Parkash,

R/o # 13936, St No. 3, 

Dhibar Colony, Bathinda.

…Complaint

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer, 

Water Supply & Sanitation, Division No.5,

Bathinda.

...Respondent

PRESENT:
Smt. Bimla Devi, the complainant.


None is present on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 31.05.2017.


The complainant appears and states that no information has been provided to her by the respondent.  


Neither the Respondent PIO is present for today’s hearing nor has filed any written reply in this regard. 


During the hearing dated: 31.05.2017, a show cause notice was issued to the PIO o/o Executive Engineering, Water Supply and Sanitation, Division No. 5, Bathinda under Section 20 (1) 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 of the orders of the Commission.  


Hence, bailable warrant be issued to him through Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda so that he should appear before the Commission to represent his case personally. 


The case is adjourned for 31.08.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.07.2017


         State Information Commissioner
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 72 OF 2017 

Sh. Vidya Sagar

S/o Sh. Kasturi Lal Lomsh,

101-D, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana-141001.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.

...Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the complainant


Sh. Vinod Malhotra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Respondent PIO.


Sh. Kawaljit, Jr. Asstt. 

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 31.05.2017 vide which, last opportunity was given to the complainant to follow up his case in the Commission, failing which the decision shall be taken on merits.


The complainant is not present, without intimation to the Commission and he was also not present during the hearing on 31.05.2017 and Neither he has pointed out any deficiencies in the provided information nor has approached the Commission with any claim.


Sh. Vinod Malhotra, Assistant Registrar -cum- Respondent PIO appears and states that requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant vide letter no. PIO.RTI.2016/28325, dated: 13.12.2016.


The Respondent has intimated the Commission vide letter no. PIO.RTI.2017/964-75, dated: 21.06.2017 which is as under: -


That complainant’s five application dated: 01.06.2017, 04.06.2017, 05.06.2017, 07.06.2017 and 08.06.2017 received in this office on 06.06.2017 on the subject Supply of information under RTI Act-2005.

“Your applications are hereby returned in original alongwith application fee as you have used very filthy, un-parliamentary and derogatory language against employees, ex-employees and officers of University. Most of the information either has already been supplied to you and many times or is third party information which is exempted to be disclosed as per section 8 (1) (j) of the RTI Act, 2005. 


                          Cont… Pg 2

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  72 OF 2017
Therefore, you are requested not to misuse RTI Act to abuse, harass and put baseless allegations against employees, ex-employees and Officers of University. You may apply afresh, specifically mention the particular document in your application which should be typed or printed or hand written neatly and legibly and the language used therein shall be formal & civilized and should not be in any way indecent or abusive. You are also requested not to demand same information repetitively and send application fee in the shape of Bank draft/Banker Cheque/IPO only drawn in the favour of Comptroller, PAU, Ludhiana as cheque is not acceptable.” Public Information Officer (RTI), PAU, Ludhiana.


The perusal of RTI application reveals that most of the points in the RTI application is related with the third party, which can not be provided to the complainant being a personal information which is exempted under Section 8(1) (j) of the RTI Act. Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in SLP No. 27734 of 2012 titled Girish Ramchandra Deshpande Vs. Central Information Commission & Others and another in its order on 03.10.2012 has held as under: -

(13) . We are in agreement with the CIC and the courts below that the details called for by the petitioner i.e. copies of all memos issued to the third respondent, show cause notices and orders of censure/punishment etc. Are qualified to be personal information as of an employee/officer in an organisation is primarily those aspects are governed by the service rules which fall under the expression “personal information”, the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or public interest. On the other hand, the disclosure of which would cause unwarranted invasion of privacy of that individual. Of course, in a given case, if the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer of the 

Cont… Pg 3

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  72 OF 2017
Appellate Authority is satisfied that the larger public interest justifies the disclosure of such information, appropriate orders could be passed but the petitioner cannot claim those details as a matter of right).

   
After hearing the respondent and perusal of the record, it reveals that during the hearing dated: 31.05.2017, the complainant was absent. At today’s hearing, he is again absent without any intimation to the Commission. The respondent states that the information has already been supplied to the complainant and after that, the complainant has not pointed out any deficiencies. It appears that he is satisfied with the information provided and is not interested in pursuing this case. Since, the information as demanded by the complainant stands provided by the respondent. In the instant case, after receiving the information supplied from the respondent, he has not bothered to send any response whether he is satisfied or there is some deficiency in the provided information. This kind of behaviour/attitude towards a sacred law of transparency results in the sheer wastage of time and energy of the Public Authorities which are supposed to do routine work for public cause to the satisfaction of general public at large. It also results in the wastage of precious time of the Commission as well. Therefore, no further cause of action is left and the instant Appeal Case is hereby, disposed off and closed.


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.07.2017


         State Information Commissioner

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 73 OF 2017 

Sh. Vidya Sagar

S/o Sh. Kasturi Lal Lomsh,

101-D, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana-141001.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.

...Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the complainant


Sh. Vinod Malhotra, Assistant Registrar-cum-Respondent PIO.


Sh. Kawaljit, Jr. Asstt. 

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 31.05.2017 vide which, last opportunity was given to the complainant to follow up his case in the Commission, failing which the decision shall be taken on merits.


The complainant is not present, without intimation to the Commission and he was also not present during the hearing on 31.05.2017 and Neither he has pointed out any deficiencies in the provided information nor has approached the Commission with any claim.


Sh. Vinod Malhotra, Assistant Registrar -cum- Respondent PIO appears and states that requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant vide letter no. PIO.RTI.2016/28325, dated: 13.12.2016.


The Respondent has intimated the Commission vide letter no. PIO.RTI.2017/964-75, dated: 21.06.2017 which is as under: -


That complainant’s five application dated: 01.06.2017, 04.06.2017, 05.06.2017, 07.06.2017 and 08.06.2017 received in this office on 06.06.2017 on the subject Supply of information under RTI Act-2005.

“Your applications are hereby returned in original alongwith application fee as you have used very filthy, un-parliamentary and derogatory language against employees, ex-employees and officers of University. Most of the information either has already been supplied to you and many times or is third party information which is exempted to be disclosed as per section 8 (1) (j) of the RTI Act, 2005. 


                          Cont… Pg 2

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  73 OF 2017
Therefore, you are requested not to misuse RTI Act to abuse, harass and put baseless allegations against employees, ex-employees and Officers of University. You may apply afresh, specifically mention the particular document in your application which should be typed or printed or hand written neatly and legibly and the language used therein shall be formal & civilized and should not be in any way indecent or abusive. You are also requested not to demand same information repetitively and send application fee in the shape of Bank draft/Banker Cheque/IPO only drawn in the favour of Comptroller, PAU, Ludhiana as cheque is not acceptable.” Public Information Officer (RTI), PAU, Ludhiana.


The perusal of RTI application reveals that most of the points in the RTI application is related with the third party, which can not be provided to the complainant being a personal information which is exempted under Section 8(1) (j) of the RTI Act. Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in SLP No. 27734 of 2012 titled Girish Ramchandra Deshpande Vs. Central Information Commission & Others and another in its order on 03.10.2012 has held as under: -

(14) . We are in agreement with the CIC and the courts below that the details called for by the petitioner i.e. copies of all memos issued to the third respondent, show cause notices and orders of censure/punishment etc. Are qualified to be personal information as of an employee/officer in an organisation is primarily those aspects are governed by the service rules which fall under the expression “personal information”, the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or public interest. On the other hand, the disclosure of which would cause unwarranted invasion of privacy of that individual. Of course, in a given case, if the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer of the 

Cont… Pg 3

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  73 OF 2017
Appellate Authority is satisfied that the larger public interest justifies the disclosure of such information, appropriate orders could be passed but the petitioner cannot claim those details as a matter of right).

   
After hearing the respondent and perusal of the record, it reveals that during the hearing dated: 31.05.2017, the complainant was absent. At today’s hearing, he is again absent without any intimation to the Commission. The respondent states that the information has already been supplied to the complainant and after that, the complainant has not pointed out any deficiencies. It appears that he is satisfied with the information provided and is not interested in pursuing this case. Since, the information as demanded by the complainant stands provided by the respondent. In the instant case, after receiving the information supplied from the respondent, he has not bothered to send any response whether he is satisfied or there is some deficiency in the provided information. This kind of behaviour/attitude towards a sacred law of transparency results in the sheer wastage of time and energy of the Public Authorities which are supposed to do routine work for public cause to the satisfaction of general public at large. It also results in the wastage of precious time of the Commission as well. Therefore, no further cause of action is left and the instant Appeal Case is hereby, disposed off and closed.


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.07.2017


         State Information Commissioner

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 102 OF 2017 

Sh. Sukhdev Singla,

House No. 494/9, Krishna Basti,

Saman, District Patiala.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(E),

Patiala.

...Respondent

PRESENT:
Sh. Sukhdev Singla, Complainant.


Sh. Sandeep Jain, Assistant on behalf of the Respondent PIO.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 31.05.2017.

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


Sh. Sandeep Jain, Assistant appears on behalf of the Respondent-PIO and states that the information has already been sent to the complainant by registered post as well as by hand attested copies to his Son vide dated: 20.07.2017.


The complainant further point out the deficiencies in the provided information. 


The Respondent PIO is directed to appear personally and retrieve the requisite information from the O/o D.P.I. S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali) and remove the deficiencies and provide the remaining information to the complainant, 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 31.08.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 












Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.07.2017


         State Information Commissioner

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 103 OF 2017
Sh. Bairandeep Singh 

s/o Sh. Raghbir Singh,

Ward No. 6, Mohalla Nihalpur, 

Tehsil & P.O. Dasuya,

District Hoshiarpur.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Treasury Officer, 

Dasuya, District Hoshiarpur.

...Respondent

PRESENT:
None for the Parties.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 31.05.2017.

           
The appellant has sent an email in the Commission vide diary no. 16512, dated: 24.07.2017 seeking an adjournment due to some family problem.


The Respondent - PIO has sent an email in the Commission vide diary no. 16513, dated: 24.07.2017 seeking some more time to provide the information. 


In view of the above, 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 Respondent - PIO is also directed to appear in person and provide the requisite information to the appellant 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 31.08.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 












Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.07.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO. 107 OF 2017

Sh. Harvinder Singh 

S/o Sh. Gurbachan Singh,

Village & P.O. Kotla, 

Tehsil Samrala,District Ludhiana.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S) 

Sangrur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (S) 

Sangrur.

...Respondent

Present :  
None for the Complainant.

Ms. Karamjit Kaur, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 31.05.2017 vide which, Last opportunity was given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission failing which the decision shall be taken on merits.


Ms. Karamjit Kaur, Jr. Asstt. appears today on behalf of the Respondent -PIO and states that the complete information has already been sent to the appellant vide letter no. A-9/2017/1133, dated: 26.05.2017 through registered post with a copy to the Commission, which is placed on record.


The appellant was not present during the hearing on 31.05.2017 and he is also absent from today’s hearing without intimation to the Commission.


After hearing the respondent and perusal of the record, it reveals that during the hearing dated: 31.05.2017, the appellant was absent. At today’s hearing, he is again absent without any intimation to the Commission. The respondent states that the information has already been supplied to the appellant and after that, the appellant has not pointed out any deficiencies. It appears that he is satisfied with the information provided and is not interested in pursuing this case. Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided by the respondent. Therefore, no further cause of action is left and the instant Appeal Case is hereby, disposed off and closed.

Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 












Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.07.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO. 108 OF 2017 

Sh. Karamjit Singh 

S/o Sh. Gurmukh Singh,

Village Kotla, Tehsil Samrala, 

District Ludhiana.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S), 

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (S), 

Ludhiana.

...Respondent

Present :  
Sh. Karamjit Singh, Appellant.

None on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 31.05.2017, vide which last opportunity was given to both the parties to represent their case in the Commission. 

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

Neither the PIO has come for today’s hearing nor has filed any reply to the notice of the Commission, which shows that he has no regard for the notice of the Commission.


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


In view of the above, a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act is issued to the Public Information Officer O/o District Education Officer (S), 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.

Cont… Pg 2

APPEAL CASE NO.  108 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 the Public Information Officer O/o District Education Officer (S), Ludhiana with registered post.


The case is adjourned for 31.08.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.07.2017


         State Information Commissioner

Regd. Post: - 


Public Information Officer (By Name)

O/o District Education Officer (S), 


Ludhiana.

APPEAL CASE NO.  2664 OF 2016

S. Parminder Singh,

#10568/38, Street No.2,

S.A.S Nagar,

Ludhiana -141003.

Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,


O/o Punjab School Education Board 

Mohali -160062.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab School Education Board 

Mohali-160062.

Respondent

PRESENT: 
None for the Appellant.


Ms. Raminder Kaur, Superintendent & Sh. Satnam Singh, Sr. Asstt. 
on behalf of the Respondent- PIO.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 06.04.2017.


Ms. Raminder Kaur, Superintendent appears today on behalf of the Respondent -PIO and informs that the remaining information has been sent to the appellant vide dispatch no. 148, dated: 11.04.2017 by registered post and no observation have been received from him. 


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


After hearing the respondent and perusal of the record, it reveals that the information has already been supplied to the appellant and after that, the appellant has not pointed out any deficiencies. It appears that he is satisfied with the information provided and is not interested in pursuing this case. Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided by the respondent. Therefore, no further cause of action is left and the instant Appeal Case is hereby, disposed off and closed.

Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.07.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO: 2874 OF 2016

Alongwith

APPEAL CASE No. 3810 of 2016

S.Harwinder Singh,

S/o Late S. Gurdev Singh,

H. No. 200, Ground Floor, 

Sector - 41-A, Chandigarh.

Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Funds, Punjab

SCO No. 173-174, Sec-17-C, Chandigarh.

First Appellate authority

O/o Secretary, (Expenditure),

Sub Divisional Magistrate-1,

Amritsar.

Respondents

PRESENT:
S. Harwinder Singh, Appellant, 


Adv Sumit Singh Brar on behalf of the appellant.


Sh. Jagdeep Bansal, Deputy Director & Ms. Paramjit Kaur, S.O. 


on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 11.04.2017.


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


Sh. Jagdeep Bansal, Deputy Director appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that available information has already been provided to the appellant. He further states that remaining information is not traceable in the official record and a letter as complaint has been written to the SSP, Chandigarh regarding missing of official record. 


After examining the case file, it is ascertained that an important matter (regarding Service Report/Promotion) is involved in this case hence, this case file be sent to the Registry Branch to place it before the Hon’ble CIC for appropriate orders.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.07.2017


         State Information Commissioner
Copy to:


The Deputy Registrar,


State Information Commission,


Punjab, Chandigarh.

Encl: 
Case File.

APPEAL CASE NO.  3299 OF 2016

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

President, Council of RTI Activists (Regd.),

Kundan Bhawan, 

# 126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.

 Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner, 

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner, 

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana. 

Respondent

PRESENT:
Adv Sukhjinder Kaur on behalf of the Appellant. 


Sh. Saurabh Singla & S. Charanjit Singh, ETO on behalf of the 
Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 21.06.2017. 


Adv Sukhjinder Kaur appears on behalf of the appellant and states that incomplete information has been provided to the appellant by the Respondent - PIO. 



Sh. Saurabh Singla, E.T.O. appears on behalf of the Respondent -PIO and hands over the remaining information to the appellant during the hearing. 


The Respondent appears and states that demanded information has already been supplied to the appellant. 


The appellant is advised to furnish the deficiency, if any, in the provided information to the Respondent PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the Respondent PIO is also directed to supply complete information after removing the deficiency. Besides, the Respondent is directed to file his reply to the Show Cause Notice dated: 21.06.2017 issued to him, failing which action will be initiated as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

Cont… Pg 2

APPEAL CASE NO.  3299 OF 2016


As far as the information is concerned, that has already been supplied but as the appellant has suffered lot of detriments to attend the hearings in the Commission for getting the complete information. HHhhHence, compensation of Rs. 4000/- (Rupees Four Thousand only) is awarded to the appellant, Sh. Rohit Sabharwal. The compensation shall be paid by public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft  in the name of Rohit Sabharwal. The crossed cheque/Demand Draft shall be made from the bank account of public authority concerned and not from the individual official.


The respondent PIO is also directed to send a copy of cheque/Demand Draft to the Commission to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with. 


The case is adjourned for 13.09.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 







Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

24.07.2017


         State Information Commissioner

Regd. Post: - 

1)
Public Information Officer (By Name)
O/o Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner, 

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.

2)
The Excise and Taxation Commissioner, 

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.

