STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

34/10, Raj Nagar,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar City.







 ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Tehsil Complex,

Jalandhar.                                      




   ---Respondent

C.C. No. 3483 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
Complainant Sh. Paramjit Singh in person. 


For Respondent  - Sh. Pardeep Kumar, Naib Tehsildar, Adampur (for the office of SDM Jalandhar-I)


A letter has been presented by the PIO c/o S.D.M. Jalandhar I, stating as under: -

“1.
That the undersigned has received a notice dated 03.02.2010 from this Hon’ble Commission.  In this regard, it is submitted that a copy of complaint has not been attached with this notice. 

2.
That it is further submitted that as per office record maintained in the office of Sub Divisional Magistrate, Jalandhar I, no application from Sh. Paramjit Singh seeking information under the RTI Act has been received till today. 

It is therefore, requested that a copy of application from Sh. Paramjit Singh may be supplied to this office enabling the respondent to prepare its reply.”



Sh. Pardeep Kumar, Naib Tehsildar, Adampur states that neither the application nor any notice of hearing was received by them till 03.02.2010.  This is surprising since earlier also, notices of hearing had gone from the Commission and the complainant also filed his original application dated 26.08.2009.  This case has been received by SDM, Tehsil Complex, Jalandhar-I. 










….Contd……2/-

-:2:-



Complainant states that he does not swallow the version of the respondent that they have not received any of the letters sent by him or by the Commission.  However, the plea of the respondent is that there are two SDMs and that is why, confusion has taken place. 


Directions are given to the respondent to provide this information to the complainant within one month with compliance report to the Commission.  A copy of the complaint along with enclosures is sent along with this order. 


To come up on 12.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal

Jiwan Niwas,

Tahli Mohalla,

Ferozepur City – 152002.






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Bathinda.








…Respondent


CC No. 2197/09

Order
Present:
None for the parties.

In the earlier order dated 03.02.2010, information was provided to the Complainant on 25.01.2010 by registered post.  Complainant was present.  Therefore, one more opportunity was granted to him to point out any objections by the next date of hearing. 



None is present for the Complainant today nor have any objections been pointed out.  Therefore, it seems he is either satisfied or not interested in pursual of the complaint.  


Accordingly, the matter is hereby disposed of and closed. 



Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. K.N.S. Sodhi,

Secretary General,

Suchna Adhikar Manch,

Anand Theatre Complex,

Opposite Taj Hotel,

Chamber No. 7-8-9 (Basement)

Sector 17-A,

Chandigarh. 








…Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, 

Dera Bassi.








…Respondent

CC No. 3446/09

Order

Present: 
None for the Complainant.

For respondent – Sh. Dalvinder Singh, Assistant Office Kanungo for the respondent. 



In the earlier order dated 03.02.2010, directions were given to the complainant to give reply to the observations / discrepancies point out by the complainant within 15 days. 


None is present on behalf of the Complainant and information on the objections has been brought to the court. Therefore, directions are given that this should be sent to the complainant by registered post and the complainant should point out any shortcomings in the information provided to him by the next date of hearing.



To come up on 12.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over, Complainant Sh. K.N.S. Sodhi came present.  He has been advised of today’s proceedings in the matter. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kirpal Singh Gill

H. No. 2, Vikas Vihar,

Civil Lines,

Patiala.








…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.








…Respondent

CC No. 1460/09

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Harbans Singh, Patwari for the respondent.



This case was heard on 04.11.2009, 14.12.2009, 04.02.2010 and 11.03.2010.   On any of the occasions, complainant did not attend the court.  Respondent through one Sh. Harbans Singh, Patwari who only appeared on 04.02.2010, promised that the Tehslidar will coordinate with the complainant in providing the information to him. 



This time, Sh. Harbans Singh, Patwari brought some information which was not connected with the demand of the complainant. 



Directions are given to Deputy Commissioner, Patiala to look into the matter personally and direct the PIO concerned to ensure that information to the complainant is delivered within 15 days, as the complainant is an old ailing person and he is not in a position to travel frequently.   Therefore, Tehsildar should ensure the compliance within the stipulated period failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for causing delay in supply of the information.



To come up on 12.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

C.C.
The Deputy Commissioner, Patiala
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kirpal Singh Gill

H. No. 2, Vikas Vihar,

Civil Lines,

Patiala.








…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.








…Respondent

CC No. 1459/09

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Harbans Singh, Patwari for the respondent.



This case was heard on 04.11.2009, 14.12.2009, 04.02.2010 and 11.03.2010.   On any of the occasions, complainant did not attend the court.  Respondent through one Sh. Harbans Singh, Patwari who only appeared on 04.02.2010, promised that the Tehslidar will coordinate with the complainant in providing the information to him. 



This time, Sh. Harbans Singh, Patwari brought some information which was not connected with the demand of the complainant. 


Directions are given to Deputy Commissioner, Patiala to look into the matter personally and direct the PIO concerned to ensure that information to the complainant is delivered within 15 days, as the complainant is an old ailing person and he is not in a position to travel frequently.   Therefore, Tehsildar should ensure the compliance within the stipulated period failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for causing delay in supply of the information.



To come up on 12.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
C.C.
The Deputy Commissioner, Patiala
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Vice President,

Human Service Mission (Regd.)

Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh,

Dist. Ludhiana.







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Regional Transport Authority,

Ferozepur.








…Respondent

CC No. 2811/09

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.

For respondent – S/Sh. Bhupinder Singh, PCS, Secretary, RTA Ferozepur and Devinder Kumar, Asstt. Secretary, Ferozepur.



Letters dated 03.02.2010 and 11.03.2010 from the complainant have been received.   In the letter dated 11.03.2010, it is stated that till date, he has not received complete information. 



Respondent Sh. Bhupinder Singh states that all information pertaining to their office was provided to the complainant and only information through DTOs in Ferozepur District was pending. 


Today he has brought this information which is being sent to the complainant by registered post.  Copy of a letter dated 10.03.2010 from the complainant stating that he has received the pending information and that he is satisfied with the same.  He has further requested for closing the complaint. 


I have gone through the information provided to Sh. Jasbir Singh, the complainant and seen the letter dated 10.03.2010 from the Complainant and I am satisfied that complete information has been provided.



Accordingly, the matter is hereby disposed of and closed. 

 

Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. B.M. Singh,

Advocate,

No. 651, Sector 40-A,

Chandigarh.








…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Principal,

D.A.V. College,

Jalandhar City. 







…Respondent

CC No. 2809/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Dr. B.M. Singh in person.



Dr. V.K. Tiwari, Principal DAV College, Jalandhar for the respondent. 



In the earlier order dated 03.02.2010, directions were given to the PIO DAV College Jalandhar City to send a reminder to the D.A.V. Managing Committee, New Delhi.



During the course of hearing, I am of the view that Dr. V.K. Tiwari is an employee of the D.A.V. Management Committee New Delhi.  Dr. Tiwari states that he has not really been appointed as PIO and has given in writing and that he has no authority to procure the information from the D.A.V. Management Committee, New Delhi.    Dr. B.M. Singh, the Complainant has been advised to file a separate application direct with the D.A.V. Management Committee, New Delhi which comes under the jurisdiction of Central Information Commission New Delhi.  A letter of date has also been received from Dr. Tiwari, Principal DAV College, Jalandhar city which is taken on record. 


With these directions, the case is hereby disposed of and closed. 


A copy of this order may also be sent to the D.A.V. Management Committee, Chittar Gupta Road, Behind Paharganj, New Delhi.



Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Geeta Rani

w/o Sh. Vinod Singla,

H. No. 22,

Ward No. 5-6,

Park Road,

Dhuri. 









…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary Education),

Punjab,

Chandigarh.







 ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3134 of 2009

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.

For respondent – S/Sh. Joginder Dutt, PIO, Baljit Singh, Sr. Asstt., and Varinder Singh, clerk.



In the earlier order dated 25.01.2010, one more opportunity was granted to the Secretary, School Education Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh to comply with the orders of the Commission dated 03.12.2009.  Respondent submits that they need some more time to comply with the orders since three PIOS have changed since the proceedings of the case.  It is pointed out here that with so many changes of the PIOs it is not possible to know who the PIO is posted in the present set up since none of the PIOs appeared and even APIOs have also been frequently changed.  


However, it is ordered that by the next hearing, penalty imposed on the PIO of DPI (Elementary) should definitely be deposited by the PIO of DPI (E) and DPI (SE) in 50:50.



Respondent on behalf of DPI (Elementary) states that they are not in agreement with the ratio of 50% between the DPI (Elementary) and DPI (SE) in the order dated 03.12.2009.    
 

Therefore, Secretary Education should identify the PIOs who will pay the penalty. 









Contd ...P.2/-
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To come up on 12.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh.  Kulwinder Singh Saini,

H. No. HL-216,

Phase 1,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)






…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

S.R.K. College of Physical Education,

Bhagoo Majra (Khara)





 ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3548 of 2009

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Kulwinder Saini in person.



For respondent – Sh. Jagjit Singh, clerk. 



Information containing 37 pages has been brought to the court by the Respondent.  Complainant states that some of the pages are not legible and he needs time to study the information.  Therefore, he seeks another date.  



To come up on 12.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurcharan Singh

s/o Sh. Kaka Singh,

Village Prem Singh Wala,

Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala. 






…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Samana.






 
  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1344 of 2009

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Shiv Kumar, Tehsildar Samana, for the respondent.



Complainant filed his complaint on 26.05.2009 with that his request for information dated 03.03.2009 addressed to Deputy Commissioner, Patiala has not been attended to.   It was fixed for hearing on 02.09.2009 when Sh. Parminder Singh, Superintendent stated that they had transferred the case to Tehsildar, Samana to provide the information.  It was adjourned to 30.10.2009 when both the parties absented.


Again on 26.11.2009. Complainant did not appear at the time of hearing but later Sh. Pargat Singh came present on his behalf and stated that information relates to BDPO Samana.  PIO has failed to transfer the application for information under section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005 within the stipulated period.  Therefore, Tehsildar Samana present respondent was directed to provide the information within a period of 15 days and the case was adjourned to 25.01.2010.  On 25.01.2010, both the parties absented and it was adjourned to 11.03.2010.



Today again complaint has failed to appear and Sh. Shiv Kumar, Tehsildar Samana stated that this case relates to BDPO, Samana.  This argument of Tehsildar is dismissed being contrary to the provisions of the RTI Act.  He is directed to collect the information which the quarter concerned and deliver it to the complainant, within 10 days failing which action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated. 


To come up on 12.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 










Contd…P.2/-
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Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Naresh Kumar

s/o Sh. Hans Raj,

902/13, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Near Vidhant Nagar,

Moga.









…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

State Transport, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






 
 
 ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2736 of 2009

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Naresh Kumar in person.



For respondent – Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


In the earlier order dated 25.01.2010, one more opportunity was granted to the respondent to provide information to the Complainant within 15 days.



I have gone through all the points of information sought by the complainant in his original letter dated 03.08.2009 and am satisfied that information has been provided to the complaint regarding appeal against his suspension in 1997.  Complainant is a bit apprehensive on the outcome of the decision taken b y the department.  Therefore, he has been advised to take up the matter with higher competent authority and the complainant is convinced. 



Accordingly, the matter is hereby disposed of and closed. 

 

Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajinder Singh

WZ-37, 2nd floor,

Sant Nagar,

Tilak Nagar,

New Delhi – 110018.






…..Complainant 

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Nawanshahar. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o The Deputy Commissioner,


Nawanshahar. 

….Respondents

A.C. NO. 807 of 2009

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Rajinder Singh in person.



For respondent – Sh. Baljinder Singh, Tehsildar, Nawanshahar.



Some information has been brought to the court.  I have gone through the documents and am of the opinion that specific answers have not been given to the complainant as per his original application dated 28.07.2009.



Information should be supplied to the complainant by the next date of hearing otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated.   It is surprising that Sh. Baljinder Singh has taken the RTI Act very lightly and is not bothered to reply to the queries of the Commission. 



To come up on 12.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Dharminder Kumar Banda

B-VI/31, W. No. 8,

Giljian Mohalla,

Bassi Pathana – 140412.






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Fatehgarh Sahib. 







…Respondent

AC No. 401/09

Order

Present: 
Complainant Sh. Dharminder Kumar Banda in person.



For respondent – Sh. Harcharan Singh, Office Kanungo, Fatehgarh Sahib.



As per orders dated 27.01.2010, demarcation of Khasra No. 141 and 141/1 is provided to the Complainant by Sh. Harcharan Singh, Office Kanungo.   Complainant however, demands attested copy of the information and also requests a copy of the attendance report which the Office Kanungo has assured will be provided to him soon hereafter.   Complainant is satisfied.


Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of and closed. 



Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gian Chand

S/o Sh. Mukandi Lal

H. NO. 2430, Mohalla Jalotian,

Raikot,

Ludhiana – 141109







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Raikot.






…Respondent

AC No. 906/09

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For respondent – Sh. Ram Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot.



In the earlier order dated 03.02.2010, directions were given to the respondent to write to the complainant to specify the information required by him.  It was also written in the same order that if the Complainant was unable to specify the information, the case will be dismissed.


Respondent presents a letter dated 08.03.2010 addressed to the complainant in which it is mentioned that information sought is not specific but it is pointed out here that in my order dated 03.12.2009, I had specifically asked the complainant to specify the information sought.  He has not done that neither is he present today.   Therefore, it seems he is not interested in pursuing the case. 


Accordingly the complaint is hereby dismissed and closed.



Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Amin Chand

S/o Late Sh. Tek Chand

205, Ghumar Mandi,

Ludhiana.








       …Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.








        …Respondent

CC No. 719/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Amin Chand in person.



For respondent – Sh. Jaspal Singh, Patwari.



In the earlier order dated 03.02.2010, directions were given to the respondent to provide information to the appellant within 15 days.



Today information has been supplied to the appellant and he is satisfied.



Accordingly the complaint is hereby disposed of and closed.



Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Bikker Singh

s/o Sh. Nazar Singh

Village Chhapiawali,

P.O.  Uddat Bhagat Ram,

Tehsil Sardulgarh,

Distt. Mansa.








…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Mansa.








…Respondent

CC No. 2784/09

Order

Present:
Sh. D.D. Sharma, advocate for the Complainant.

For respondent – S/Sh. Harbhajan Singh - PIO-cum-District Family Planning Officer, Ram Lal Roy - District Programme Manager and Ashish Phull, clerk



Information on all points except Point No. 1, 13 and 14 has been provided to the complainant.  Respondent assures that this will be supplied by the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 12.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Amandip Singh

s/o Sh. Kaur Singh

Ward No. 2, Thuthianwali Road,

Near Mall Mandi,

Mansa – 151505.







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Sangrur.








…Respondent

CC No. 3439/09

Order

Present: 
Complainant in person.



For respondent – Sh. Jaspal Singh, Section Officer.



Information has been provided to the complainant in the court.  He wishes to seek opinion on the information provided and he has been advised to take up the mater with the higher competent authority.   With this, the Complainant is satisfied.


Accordingly the complaint is hereby disposed of and closed.



Copies of Order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Rohit Sabharwal

President, Anti Corruption Cell (Regd.)

Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Town,

Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus

Mob: 98152-77047

Public Information Officer,

O/o 
1.
Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana


2.
First Appellate Authority



Deputy Commissioner,



Ludhiana.





…Respondents

AC 720/09

Order
Reserved on: 03.02.2010

Announced on: 11.03.2010


In the instant case, the application seeking information was made by the Complainant to the respondent on 15.07.2009.  The information sought relates primarily to the report sent by Sh. Kuldeep Singh ADC to Deputy Commissioner in regard to the fee hike by the private schools in the city.    After waiting for the stipulated period of 30 days, when he did not get any information, he filed his first appeal before the first appellate authority on 17.08.2009.  Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority, he preferred second appeal in the Commission on 06.10.2009.



Notice of hearing to appear before the bench was sent from the Commission on 21.10.2009.  None appeared on behalf of the respondent but the appellant stated that information was provided to him on 29.09.2009 after he had filed second appeal on 06.10.2009.    The appellant demanded imposition of penalty upon the PIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005.  Therefore, the respondent PIO was called upon to show cause why penalty under section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 be not imposed upon him.   It was also made clear that if the respondent does not file his reply to the show cause notice and / or does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed for the purpose, ex parte proceedings would be taken.  The case was adjourned to 03.02.2010 and notice of this date of hearing was sent through registered post along with the copy of the order dated 09.12.2009.




On the hearing dated 03.02.2010, Sh. Surinder Kumar Malik, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent was present.  A reply in the form of letter no. 389 dated 02.02.2010 was presented by the respondent on that day.  According to the above letter, information was sent to the APIIO-cum-DRO on 11.08.2009 and DRO sent the same to the appellant on 18.09.2009 through registered post.  The original application was filed on 15.07.2009 and the PIO was to give response within 30 days i.e. by 14.08.2009.  The information has been sent to the appellant on 18.09.2009 by              

 registered post after collecting it from the records.The respondent has submitted that although delay of about one month took place, it is neither wilful nor intentional.   Therefore, I do not find it a fit case for imposition of penalty.   Accordingly, the case is hereby disposed of and closed.



Pronounced in the Open Court.



Copies be sent to both the parties.










Sd/- 
Chandigarh.






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.03.2010




State Information Commissioner

