STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Late Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of anti Corruption council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market

Mission Road, Pathankot 

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise and Taxation Officer,

Information Collection Center Doomanwali

Bathinda

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner

Mobile Wing, Bathinda

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No.1623 of 2016

Present: 
(i)  Sh. Sandeep Sharma, on behalf of the appellant



(ii) None is present on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section  7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority  vide application dated 14.03.2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005, which was received in the commission on 06.05.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.
Appellant has authorized Sh. Sandeep Sharma to appear on his behalf. Sh. Sandeep Sharma (representative of the appellant) stated that no response whatsoever has been received from the respondents till date. No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondents nor has any communication been received from them.  In the interest of justice, Respondent PIO is afforded one more opportunity to provide the appellant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 11.02.2016 and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt along with a copy of the information provided, before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records. Respondents to note that in case no one comes present on their behalf on the next date fixed, punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 will be invoked against the erring officer(s).
3.

Adjourned to 25.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 27.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lavpreet Singh,

S/o Shri Pinderpal Singh,

Village and Post Office Katron,

Tehsil Dhuri, District Sangrur - 148025






    

     -------------Complainant 









Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o SSP Sangrur 










                 -------------Respondents.

Complaint Case No. 590 of 2016

Shri Lavpreet Singh,

S/o Shri Pinderpal Singh,

Village and Post Office Katron,

Tehsil Dhuri, District Sangrur - 148025






    

     -------------Complainant 









Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o SSP Sangrur 










                 -------------Respondents.

                                                     Complaint Case No. 591 of 2016

Shri Lavpreet Singh,

S/o Shri Pinderpal Singh,

Village and Post Office Katron,

Tehsil Dhuri, District Sangrur - 148025






    

     -------------Complainant 









Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o SSP Sangrur 










                 -------------Respondents.

                                                     Complaint Case No. 592 of 2016

Present: 
(i)  Mrs. Rajinder Kaur on behalf of the complainant 


(ii) Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 09.06.2016.
2.
Complainant has authorized Mrs. Rajinder Kaur to appear on his behalf. Today, Mrs. Rajinder Kaur, representative of the Complainant states that incomplete information has been given to the Complainant so far by the respondent. Complainant is advised that he should visit the office of the Respondent on any working day and inspect the register no. 19 and obtain the information. Respondent is directed to provide the copy of the same to the Complainant. Respondent is further directed to provide remaining information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.
The respondent - PIO is also directed to ensure that the complete information furnished to the complainant.  However, if this information is not available on record, the PIO shall file an affidavit on oath stating the same. Any leniently on the part of the respondents will invite invoking of penalty provisions of the RTI Act.
4.

Adjourned to 25.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Dated : 27.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Nitika, w/o Shri Akashdeep Singh,

Ward No. 8, Nalagarh, District Solan,

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Jalandhar Development Authority,

SCO 41, PUDA/JDA comples, Opp Tehsil Complex

Jalandhar

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Jalandhar Development Authority

SCO-41, PUDA Complex, Ladowali Road,

Opposite DC Office, Jalandhar 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1606 of 2016

Present: 
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant


(ii) Er. Abhishek Dhall, Jr. Engineer on behalf of the respondent
ORDER
The Complainant had filed the complaint case no. 2931 of 2015 with the Commission , which was listed before Ld. Sh. Yashvir Mahajan, SIC on 10.03.2016. Vide his order dated 10.03.2016, Ld. SIC, Sh. Yashvir Mahajan remanded this case to the First Appellate Authority with the direction to treat it as an appeal and decide the same within the permissible period. The appellant has filed an application in the Commission dated 02.05.2016 in which she has stated that she was called by the First Appellate Authority on 22.04.2016 but due to some family function she could not attend the hearing before the First Appellate Authority. She is also stated to have requested the FAA to fix another date but no response from the FAA appears to have received. However, without waiting for the decision of the FAA, she has approached the Commission in second appeal which was received in the Commission on 05.05.2016 
2.
Today, Appellant is absent. She has submitted in writing that she is unable to attend today's hearing, therefore, she has sought another date. The perusal of the file discloses that the appellant has sought an information relating to the service book and accounts book of one Sh. Akashdeep Singh (husband of the appellant) s/o Sh. Yadwinder Singh. It is observed that a marital dispute with her husband is pending adjudication in the Civil Court. She has submitted that a vital document relating to the caste of the official concerned in procuring the Government job has been forged. She intends to unmask a fraud committed on the Government. 
Contd…P-2

-2-

3.
The fact which was not disclosed during the appointment of one Sh. Akashdeep Singh is that whether he belongs to SC/ST category or not and also on what basis he got the benefit of reserved category or general category. The authorities did ask for the sharing of the information from one Sh. Akashdeep Singh (husband of the appellant)  who refused to share the same being third party information 

4.
To establish the truth, the respondent will bring all the original documents of Sh. Akashdeep Singh in the Commission office on the next date of hearing  to take a final view in the matter.
5.
Adjourned to 11.07.2016 at (11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. The convenience of the parties has been ensured.

Sd/-
Dated : 27.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
Through registered post
CC: Sh. Akashdeep Singh, JE
O/o Executive Engineer,

Jalandhar Development Authority,

SCO 41, PUDA/JDA comples, Opp Tehsil Complex

Jalandhar
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. S.B.Rohilla,

House  No. HE307

Phase V, SAS Nagar

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar

First Appellate Authority 

O/o GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No.1682 of 2016

Present: 
(i)  Sh. S.B. Rohilla, the appellant
(ii) Sh. Gurvinder Singh, APIO-cum-Suptd. and Smt. Dalbir Kaur, PIO, the respondents
ORDER

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section  7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority  vide application dated 10.02.2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005, which was received in the commission on 11.05.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.
Respondent has brought the information today in the Commission which is handed over to the Appellant. Appellant has gone through the same and states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. He has pointed out deficiencies today to the Respondent. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 25.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
Sd/-
Dated : 27.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate

House No. 82, District Courts,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o AETC, Mohali

First Appellate Authority 

O/o ETC, Punjab, Chandigarh 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1003 of 2016

Present: 
(i)  None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Aman Puri, ETI on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri H.S. Hundal filed a complaint with the Commission, which was received on 06.05.2016 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.
Complainant is absent. He has sent a mail that today he is unable to attend the hearing as his very close relative has been admitted in Hero DMC Heart Center at Ludhiana and is in a critical condition. Sh. Aman Puri, ETI is appearing on behalf of the PIO, O/o AETC, Mobile Wing and states that this complaint relates to the AETC, Mohali. 3.
Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o AETC, Mohali.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o AETC, Mohali be impleaded as a necessary party. I further direct that PIO, O/o AETC, Mohali should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. Copy of the RTI application be sent to the PIO, O/o AETC, Mohali with the orders.
4.
Adjourned to 25.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 27.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate

House No. 82, District Courts,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o AETC, Mohali

First Appellate Authority 

O/o ETC, Punjab, Chandigarh 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1007 of 2016

Present: 
(i)  None is present on behalf of the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Aman Puri, ETI on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri H.S. Hundal filed a complaint with the Commission, which was received on 06.05.2016 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.
Complainant is absent. He has sent a mail that today he is unable to attend the hearing as his very close relative has been admitted in Hero DMC Heart Center at Ludhiana and is in a critical condition. Sh. Aman Puri, ETI is appearing on behalf of the PIO, O/o AETC, Mobile Wing and states that this complaint relates to the AETC, Mohali. 3.
Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o AETC, Mohali.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o AETC, Mohali be impleaded as a necessary party. I further direct that PIO, O/o AETC, Mohali should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. Copy of the RTI application be sent to the PIO, O/o AETC, Mohali with the orders.
4.
Adjourned to 25.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 27.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate

House No. 82, District Courts,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o AETC, Mobile Wing,

SCO: 9-10, Sector 68, Mohali


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1010 of 2016

Present: 
(i)  None is present on behalf of the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Aman Puri, ETI-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER
Shri H.S.Hundal vide an RTI application dated nil addressed to PIO, O/o AETC, Mobile Wing, Mohali sought information on eleven points.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri H.S. Hundal  filed a complaint with the Commission, which was received on 06.05.2016  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
3.                 Sh. Aman Puri , ETI-cum-APIO is appearing on behalf of the respondent and has submitted his reply, which is taken on record. He states that copy of the same has already been sent to the complainant. Complainant is absent. He has sent a mail that today he is unable to attend the hearing as his very close relative has been admitted in Hero DMC Heart Center at Ludhiana and is in a critical condition. Complainant is advised to file his reply before the next date of hearing with a copy to the respondent. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
4.                 The case is adjourned to 25.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 27.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate

House No. 82, District Courts,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o AETC, Mobile Wing,

SCO: 9-10, Sector 68, Mohali


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1005 of 2016

Present: 
(i)  None is present on behalf of the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Aman Puri, ETI-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER
Shri H.S.Hundal vide an RTI application dated 04.04.2016 addressed to PIO, O/o AETC, Mobile Wing, Mohali sought information on 15 points.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri H.S. Hundal  filed a complaint with the Commission, which was received on 06.05.2016  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
3.                 Sh. Aman Puri , ETI-cum-APIO is appearing on behalf of the respondent and has submitted his reply, which is taken on record. He states that copy of the same has already been sent to the complainant. Complainant is absent. He has sent a mail that today he is unable to attend the hearing as his very close relative has been admitted in Hero DMC Heart Center at Ludhiana, in a critical condition. Complainant is advised to file his reply before the next date of hearing with a copy to the respondent. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
4.                 The case is adjourned to 25.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 27.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate

House No. 82, District Courts,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o AETC, Mobile Wing,

SCO: 9-10, Sector 68, Mohali


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1013 of 2016

Present: 
(i)  None is present on behalf of the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Aman Puri, ETI-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER
Shri H.S.Hundal vide an RTI application dated nil addressed to PIO, O/o AETC, Mobile Wing, Mohali sought information on 15 points.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri H.S. Hundal  filed a complaint with the Commission, which was received on 06.05.2016  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
3.                 Sh. Aman Puri , ETI-cum-APIO is appearing on behalf of the respondent and has submitted his reply, which is taken on record. He states that copy of the same has already been sent to the complainant. Complainant is absent. He has sent a mail that today he is unable to attend the hearing as his very close relative has been admitted in Hero DMC Heart Center at Ludhiana, in a critical condition. Complainant is advised to file his reply before the next date of hearing with a copy to the respondent. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
4.                 The case is adjourned to 25.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 27.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner

Mini Secretariat, Moga

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mini  Secretariat, Moga

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1694 of 2016

Present: 
None for the parties. 
ORDER

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section  7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority  vide application dated 21.03.2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005, which was received in the commission on 11.05.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.
Neither the appellant nor the respondent is present.  Appellant has sent a mail stating that today he is unable to attend the hearing as his very close relative has been admitted in Hero DMC Heart Center at Ludhiana, in a critical condition, therefore, he has sought another date. Respondent has also sent in writing that he has received Commission's notice today itself, therefore, he has sought another date.  
3.
On the request of both the parties the appeal is adjourned to 25.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 27.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate

Chamber  No. 82, District Courts,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner

17 Bays Building, Behind Post Office, 

Sector 17D, Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority 

O/o ETC, Punjab, Chandigarh 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No.1693 of 2016

Present: 
None for the parties
ORDER

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section  7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, the appellant filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority  vide application under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005, which was received in the Commission on 11.05.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

2.
Appellant is absent. He has sent a mail stating that today he is unable to attend the hearing as his very close relative has been admitted in Hero DMC Heart Center at Ludhiana, in a critical condition and he has sought another date. 

3.
Respondent is also absent. It is observed that inspite of the directions of the Commission to appear for today’s hearing and also to file written reply within a period of 15 days, neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing nor any written reply has been filed. He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the 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.
4.        The appeal is adjourned to 25.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-
Dated : 27.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Daljit Saini, 

Village and Post Office Kaladra,

Jaipur - 303801

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Magistrate,

Mini Secretariat 

Ludhiana 


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1103 of 2016

Present: 
None for the parties.
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present to attend the hearing. Both the parties have not even bothered to inform the Commission about their absence for today's hearing. 
2.
It is observed that inspite of the directions of the Commission to appear for today’s hearing and also to file written reply within a period of 15 days, neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing nor any written reply has been filed. He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the 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.

4.        The appeal is adjourned to 25.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-
Dated : 27.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mohinder Singh @ Lucky,

S/o Shir Ramji Lal Choudhary,

VPO Mehraj Patti Soul, 

Tehsil Phull, District Bathinda

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant 



            



Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bathinda
                                                                                                                                                  -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1018 of 2016

Present: 
(i)  Dr. Shailender Choudhary on behalf of the complainant 


(ii) Sh. Amandeep Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Mohinder Singh  filed a complaint with the Commission, which was received on 06.05.2016  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Shailender Choudhary to appear on his behalf. As per the Respondent, the information sought by the Complainant cannot be supplied being third party information. According to him the information is personal information which has no relationship with any public activity or interest.  He further states that they have sent a letter dated 19.01.2016 to the third party i.e. Sh. Tek Chand, S/o 
Sh. Madan Lal & Smt. Neelam Goyal, # 6272, Sirki Bazaar, Bathinda for his consent, but no reply has been received from him. Therefore, Sh. Tek Chand 
is advised to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing.
3.
The respondents are being represented by very junior official who is not in a position to satisfy the Commission and the appellant. The respondent PIO himself should come present or he may depute any responsible officers who have complete knowledge of the case at the time of hearing before the Commission otherwise penalty provisions will be invoked against the PIO under the RTI Act. Respondent -PIO is directed to bring all record in the Commission office on the next date of hearing. The case is adjourned to 25.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Dated : 27.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
Through registered post

CC:
Sh. Tek Chand, S/o Sh. Madan Lal & Smt. Neelam Goyal, # 6272, Sirki Bazaar, Bathinda
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Telu Ram Jain, Senior Citizen,

Modi Mill Colony, Gali No. 2, Nabha

9988663909

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o EO, Nagar Council,

Nabha

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Deputy Director, Local Govt.
Block A, Mini Secretariat, Patiala 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1660 of 2016

Present: 
(i)  Sh. Telu Ram Jain, the appellant
(ii) Sh. Bharat Lal, JA and Sh. Davinder Kumar, JA on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER
Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 18.11.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005, which was received in the commission on 10.05.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.
Appellant states that he has filed his RTI on 14.10.2015, but no information has been given to him though a period of more than 8 months has elapsed. Sh. Bharat Lal, JA and Sh. Davinder Kumar, JA are appearing on behalf of the respondent and state that they have brought the information today to deliver it to the appellant. Appellant has gone through the same and states that respondents have brought incomplete information. 
3.
The respondents are being represented by very junior official who are not in a position to satisfy the Commission and the appellant. It is, apparent from the response of the PIO that there has been delay in providing the information. 
4.
The perusal of the file discloses that the First Appellate Authority had directed to the Public Information Officer to provide complete information to the appellant  on 16.03.2016 within 10 days, free of cost. But Respondent-PIO has not obeyed the orders of the First Appellate Authority.  

5.
This has resulted in much avoidable inconvenience and hardship to the Appellant. He is, therefore, entitled to be compensated under Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act 2005 for the loss and detriment suffered by him.  In the circumstances, I am of the view that ends of justice would be met if a sum of Rs.5000/- (Rupees Five Thousand Only) is awarded to the Appellant as compensation. I order accordingly.
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6.
This amount shall be payable by the Respondent from the State exchequer within fifteen days from the receipt of this order under intimation to the Commission.

7.
Looking at the lackadaisical and highly irresponsible attitude of the respondents, Sh. Sandeep Tiwari, Executive Officer is directed to show cause under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, before the penalty is imposed as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

8.
Respondent-PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Respondent-PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.
9.
He may also make use of the next date of hearing for his personal hearing as well under the principles of natural justice.

10.
Adjourned to 25.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-
Dated : 27.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
Through registered post
CC: Sh. Sandeep Tiwari, Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Nabha
