STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Iqbal Singh, Advocate,

H.No. 162, Ward No. 8, Mohalla Mehtian Da,

Banur, Distt. SAS Nagar.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Council, Banur,

District:  SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Regional Deputy Director, Local Bodies,

Patiala.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2042 of 2016

Order

Present: 
 Shri Iqbal Singh, Appellant, in person.
Shri Varinder Jain, E.O., Nagar Council Banur, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri Iqbal Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30-11-2015  addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding grant-in-aid received by the Municipal Council, Banur from April, 2015 to till date.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 09-04-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  10-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 10-06-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 13.09.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
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3.

Today, the appellant submits that he submitted his RTI application on 03.03.2016 and was asked to deposit Rs. 170/- as documents charges vide letter dated 25.04.2016. He requests that these charges may be refunded to him. As the appellant has been asked to deposit document charges after 53 days, the PIO is directed to refund this amount to the appellant.
4.

The respondent submits  that since the sought information is huge and voluminous, the appellant may be asked to seek some specific information. After discussing the matter and hearing both the parties, the appellant is directed to inspect the relevant record on 10.11.2016 at 11.00 A.M. in the office of PIO to identify the specific documents required by him and the PIO is directed to supply the documents, identified by the appellant during inspection of record, to the appellant on the spot. 
5.

Adjourned to 07.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-10-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Satish Kumar Saini s/o Sh.Baldev Raj,

H.No. 1089, Phase-9, SAS Nagar.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, SAS Nagar,

Sector-68, SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Municipal Corporation, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2049 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant. 

Shri Sunil Kumar Sharma, Assistant Engineer, M.C. Mohali, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Satish Kumar Saini Appellant vide an RTI application dated 07-04-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on nine points regarding erection of Iron Grills at V-5 and V-6 connecting Main Roads between Chandigarh and Mohali in Sector:63, Chandigarh.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated11-05-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  21-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  22-06-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

A letter No. 231, dated 06.09.2016 has been received from the PIO vide which it has been informed that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 88, dated 16.05.2016 and registered letter No. 111, dated 25.05.2016. The respondent submits a copy of provided information to the Commission, which is taken on record. The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations have been received from him, which shows that he has received the information to his satisfaction. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-10-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Gurpreet Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 342, 2nd floor, Yadwindra Complex,

Distt.& Sessions Court, Patiala.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, PSPCL,

Personnel, The Mall, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, HRD,

PSPCL, The Mall, Patiala.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2095 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Gagandeep Singh, on behalf of the appellant. 

Smt. Bhavneet Kaur, Assistant Manager, HR and Shri Vijay Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Gurpreet Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 09-12-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding employees of PSPCL who possess ¾ years diploma in engineering in Mechanical.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he 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  vide application dated  09-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16-06-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that the sought information is not available in their record. Consequently, the matter is discussed in detail. During discussion, the appellant informs that  copies of only  incumbency registers  till September, 2011 may be provided to him. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply copies of incumbency registers till 2011 be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
4.

Adjourned to 17.01.2017 at 11.00 A.M.






 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-10-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Gurpreet Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 342, 2nd floor, Yadwindra Complex,

Distt.& Sessions Court, Patiala.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, PSPCL,

Personnel, The Mall, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, HRD,

PSPCL, The Mall, Patiala.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2096 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Gagandeep Singh, on behalf of the appellant. 

Smt. Bhavneet Kaur, Assistant Manager, HR and Shri Vijay Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Gurpreet Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 09-12-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding employees of PSPCL who possess ¾ years diploma in engineering in Mechanical and with minimum service of 12 years as Technical subordinates on 17-12-2011. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he 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  vide application dated  09-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16-06-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that the sought information is not available in their record. Consequently, the matter is discussed in detail. During discussion, the appellant informs that  copies of only  incumbency registers  till September, 2011 may be provided to him. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply copies of incumbency registers till 2011 be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 

4.

Adjourned to 17.01.2017 at 11.00 A.M.






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-10-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Joginder Singh s/o Sh. Rakha Singh,

Village Godana, Tehsil & Distt.SAS Nagar.



……Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o PSPCL, Banur,

Distt. SAS Nagar.







………Respondent

Complaint Case No.1173 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Joginder Singh, Complainant, in person.



None for the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 21-04-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Joginder Singh sought various information/ documents regarding motor connection applied in the year July 12, 1989.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Joginder Singh  filed a complaint dated 06-06-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 06-06-2016  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.

Today, the complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. None is present on behalf of the respondents. However, a Memo. No. 2354/RTI, dated 22.08.2016 has been received from Senior Executive Engineer Operation, PSPCL Ltd., Banur informing that the sought information is more than 25 years old and the relevant record is not traceable. A copy of this Memo. is handed over to the complainant. 

4.

In these circumstances, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 27-10--2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Lal Garg s/o Sh.Mdan Lal,

# 28, Highland Society, Baltana,

(Zirakpur) Distt. SAS Nagar.





……….Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Zirakpur, Distt.SAS Nagar.



………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1176 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Krishan Lal Garg, Complainant, in person.




Shri Gursewak Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated nil  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Krishan Lal Garg sought various information/ documents regarding tubewells falling within the jurisdiction of Municipal Council, Zirakpur.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Krishan Lal Garg,  filed a complaint dated nil  with the Commission, which was received in it on 06-06-2016   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.

Today, Shri Gursewak Singh, Junior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent,  informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. The complainant informs that he has not received the information as yet. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to send one more copy of the provided information to the complainant and the complainant is directed to send his observations, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission.  

4.

Adjourned to 06.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 27-10--2016


                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Lal Garg s/o Sh.Mdan Lal,

# 28, Highland Society, Baltana,

(Zirakpur) Distt. SAS Nagar.





……….Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Zirakpur, Distt.SAS Nagar.



……Respondent

Complaint Case No.1174 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Krishan Lal Garg, Complainant, in person.



Shri Gursewak Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 24-11-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Krishan Lal Garg sought various information/ documents regarding G.K.resort falling within the jurisdiction of Municipal Council, Zirakpur.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Krishan Lal Garg,  filed a complaint dated 06-06-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 06-06-2016   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 13.09.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.

3.

Today, Shri Gursewak Singh, Junior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent,  informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 8435, dated 26.08.2016. He submits a copy of provided information, which is taken on record. The complainant expresses dissatisfaction while stating that the provide information is incomplete. Consequently, the matter is discussed in detail. After discussing the matter and hearing both the parties, the respondent  is  directed to supply  copy of CLU letter to the complainant. 

4.

Adjourned to 06.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.











Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 27-10--2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Lal Garg s/o Sh.Mdan Lal,

# 28, Highland Society, Baltana,

(Zirakpur) Distt. SAS Nagar.





………Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Zirakpur, Distt.SAS Nagar.


   ……………Respondent

Complaint Case No.1175 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Krishan Lal Garg, Complainant, in person.




Shri Gursewak Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 24-11-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Krishan Lal Garg sought various information/ documents regarding showrooms in Victoria Heights and Royal Empire-2 at Peermuchhaila- Kishanpura.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Krishan Lal Garg,  filed a complaint dated 06-06-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 06-06-2016   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.

Today, Shri Gursewak Singh, Junior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent,  informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 8436, dated 26.08.2016. The complainant expresses dissatisfaction while stating that the provide information is incomplete.  He points out deficiencies in the provided information. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the complainant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him, before the next date of hearing. 


4.

Adjourned to 06.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 27-10--2016


                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   A.K.Sharma,

House No. 2129, Sector 50-C, Chandigarh.




…Appellant

                       Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Administrative Officer,

o/o Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R),

Nirman Bhavan, Mini Secretariat,  Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R),

Nirman Bhavan, Mini Sectt. Patiala.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  4014 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant  as well as the respondents.
Shri A.K. Sharma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 25-08-2015 addressed to PIO, sought copies of sanctioning of rates of contracts exceeding Rs. 1 crore and its approval by Shri G.R.Bains, Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R) alongwith copies of notings.

2.

The case was last heard on 21.07.2016, when a letter dated 21.07.2016 was  received from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to some unavoidable circumstances. He  requested for a long date as he was  going to a far off place. 

3.

A Memo. No. 557/RTI, dated 13.05.2016 was  received from Superintendent(RTI) informing that requisite information had  already been supplied to the appellant and no observations had been  received from him. Taking a lenient view, one more opportunity was  afforded to the appellant to send his observations, if any, on the provided information, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.  

4.

Today, none is present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.  However, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant  requesting for adjournment of the case as he is out of station. Accordingly, one last opportunity is afforded to the appellant to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 

5.

Adjourned to 15.12.2016  at 11.00 A.M. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-10-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Vicky Bajaj s/o Shri K.L.Bajaj,

51, Vikas Vihar, Phase-1,

Ferozepur- 152002.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  451 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Vicky Bajaj, appellant, in person.



None for the respondents.
 
Shri Vicky Bajaj,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 21-04-2015 addressed to PIO sought copies of instructions/orders governing the allotment of Fancy Registration Numbers for the vehicles.
2.

Today, none is present on behalf of the respondents. However, a copy of letter No. 1588-1589, dated 09.09.2016 h, has been received through e-mail from the PIO vide which requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informs that he has not received any information. Accordingly, a copy of the information, received in the Commission, is handed over to the appellant with the directions that the observations, if any, on the provided information, be sent to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.
3.

Adjourned to 07.12.2016  at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-10-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Vicky Bajaj s/o Shri K.L.Bajaj,

51, Vikas Vihar, Phase-1,

Ferozepur- 152002.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Fazilka..

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  449 of 2016

Order
Present: 
Shri Vicky Bajaj, appellant, in person.

Shri Parminder Singh, Data Entry Operator, office of  DTO, Fazilka, on behalf of the respondents. 
Shri Vicky Bajaj Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21-05-2015 addressed to PIO sought copies of instructions/orders governing the allotment of Fancy Registration Numbers for the vehicles.

2.

The case was last heard on 25.07.2016, when Shri Gurcharan Singh Sandhu, DTO, Fazilka, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted  that requisite information, available on record, had  been supplied to the appellant vide letter dated 29.02.2016. The appellant submitted  that the provided information was  incomplete as the information regarding Point No. 4 had  not been supplied as yet. Consequently, the status of the provided information was  discussed. After hearing both the parties, it was directed that the balance information,  from the date the scanning was started,  be 
Contd……p/2

AC -  449 of 2016



-2-

supplied to the appellant within 15 days, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 13.09.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondent submits a copy of letter No. 1465, dated 26.10.2016 from DTO Fazilka vide which it has been informed that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 810-11 dated 05.08.2016. The appellant informs that he has not received any information. Accordingly, the respondent hands over a copy of provided information to the appellant in the court today, who seeks time to study the provided information, which is granted with the directions that the observations, if any, on the provided information be sent to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to 07.12.2016  at 11.00 A.M. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-10-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surinder Singh s/o Harmail Singh,

H.No. B-1/343,  Gali No. 15(R) , Dhillon Colony, 
Near Royal City, Jagraon, District:  Ludhiana.











…Appellant



Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Managing Director,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Nabha Road, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Managing Director,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Nabha Road, Patiala.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  544 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Jatinder Pal Singh, SDO-cum-PIO and Shri Gian Chand, Junior Assistant,   on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Surinder Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 17-08-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding appointment of 16  Auto-Electricians. 

2.

Today, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing due to some urgent domestic affairs. He has further informed that incomplete information has been supplied to him. 
3.

The respondent informs that remaining information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 8980, dated 20.10.2016. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to 08.12.2016  at 11.00 A.M. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-10-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gagandeep Singh Threeke,

SCO No.26, Shant Park, Main Sua Road,

Near Geeta Mandir Chowk, Threeke,

Ludhiana-142028.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar (West),  Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (West), Ludhiana.

…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1999 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of appellant as well as respondents.

Shri Gagandeep Singh Threeke 28-01-2015, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  , addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his letter No. 318, dated 04.07.2014  alongwith certain information regarding Sale Deed No. 7194 dated 21.06.2005  and Mutation No. 15735.

2.

The case was last heard on 25.07.2016, when a letter dated 25.07.2016 was  received from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing  due to death of a friend. He  further informed that despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing no information was  supplied to him. He  requested to take action against the PIO under Sections 20(1) and 20(2) of RTI Act, 2005. 

3.

None was  present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation nor any information was  supplied to the appellant despite the directions of the Commission issued on 06.04.2016. Viewing this callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, a Show Cause Notice was  issued to him to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day,  subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/-,  be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information  and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him during this long period of about 18 
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months. He was also afforded an opportunity of personal hearing before imposing penalty and awarding compensation. The case was adjourned to 13.09.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
4.

The appellant is not present. However, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant that he is unable to attend hearing and provided information is incomplete. He has also informed that he has sent the deficiencies to the PIO. 

5.

Despite the issuance of Show-Cause Notice to the PIO on the last date of hearing i.e. 25.07.2016, none is present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation nor complete information has been supplied to the appellant. Reply to the Show-Cause Notice has also not 
been  received from him. In these circumstances, one last opportunity is afforded to PIO-cum-Tehsildar West, Ludhiana to supply complete information to the appellant and submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which action for imposing penalty upon the PIO and awarding compensation to the appellant will be taken ex-parte. 
6.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to ensure the compliance of the orders.
7.

Adjourned to  08.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-10-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

CC:
Deputy Commissioner,

LUDHIANA.






REGISTERED


Tehsildar, West, Ludhiana.



REGISTERED

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Charan Singh s/o Sh. Kehar Singh,

H.No. 2396/4, Mohalla Mai Jina, Agwar Ladhai,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana. 





………
Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (East), Ludhiana.


………
Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1732 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 16-06-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Charan Singh sought various information/ documents regarding list of allottee of land to 2nd World War veterans etc.

2.

The case was last heard on 25.07.2016, when none was  present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. However, a letter No. 52-53/RTI, dated 31.05.2016, addressed to the complainant, with a copy endorsed to the Commission, was  received from the PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Ludhiana East vide which he  informed the complainant that  efforts had been made to trace out the  relevant  record which had not been found as a lot of record  was  damaged due to floods in 1988 and thus he was  unable to supply the requisite information. Accordingly, Tehsildar-cum-PIO, Ludhiana East  was  directed to submit a duly attested affidavit in this regard, on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 13.09.2016, which was  further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

A  letter dated 22.08.2016  has been received from the appellant informing 
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that he is unable to attend hearing in this case as he remains sick. Despite the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing, none is present on behalf of the respondents nor requisite affidavit has been received from him. Viewing the callous attitude of Tehsildar, Ludhiana East seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to him to submit affidavit on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will initiated against him. 
4.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to ensure the compliance of the orders.

5.

Adjourned to 08.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 27.10.2016




State Information Commissioner

CC:
Deputy Commissioner,


Ludhiana.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

82, District Courts, 3B1, SAS Nagar.




……..
Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer, Moga.




…….
Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2415 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
Shri H. S. Hundal,  complainant, in person.




Shri Amritpal Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the  respondent.

Vide RTI application dated nil   addressed to the respondent, Shri H. S. Hundal  sought various information/ documents regarding security of women in buses.

2.

Today, the Complainant submits that purpose of documents sought  in this case has been forfeited because of delay in the supply of the same. He further submits that in these circumstances, he intends to withdraw the instant case. 
3.

Hence the case is dismissed as withdrawn. 









Sd/-





Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 27-10-2016




State Information Commissioner
