STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Yogesh Mahajan,

s/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President, Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot. 



  

Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Construction Division No. 1,

PWD (B&R), Roopnagar.





… Respondent

CC- 1147/2012

ORDER 

Present :
None for the complainant.



Mr. Harpreet Singh, SDO-APIO, for the  respondent.





----

RTI  application filed 

:
02.02.2012.

PIO’s  response


:    
06.02.2012.

Complaint  received in

:
27.04.2012.

State Information Commission on


Ground for complaint

:  
Information not provided.





  


Information  sought

:
Seeks attested  copies of  cash 





book for the period  01.01.2011  till 




date, attested copies of quotation 




register  for the same period  





and  copies of permission to have 




additional charge of SDE along with  




financial power order by Govt.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



This case was listed  for hearing before  Single Bench.  The Ld. C.I.C., vide his order dated  29.05.2012,  has constituted a Division Bench comprising the undersigned S.I.Cs. to hear the cases.





Complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.  However, he has sent a fax message dated 10.06.2012 stating therein that the APIO  demanded Rs.464/- as fee for information and he has  sent a cheque for Rs.520/- for the same including postal charges.  The appellant also alleges  that the letter of the APIO is without number and date.  The complainant has also requested to give date and time to inspect the record.
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The Respondent  states that he has not yet received the letter along with  cheque purported to have been sent by the complainant.



The Respondent  makes  a written submission dated nil which is taken on record.  In the  written submission,  it is stated that the complainant was requested vide letter dated 8.2.2012 to visit personally the office of S.D.E. on 21.2.2012  and again vide letter dated 21.2.2012 to visit his office on 6.3.2012.  However, the applicant-complainant,  vide his letter dated 29.2.2012,  refused  to attend the Respondent’s office.  Since the complainant was given the opportunity to visit and inspect the record twice in the past but he refused  outrightly, thus, he has forfeited  his right for inspection of record.  The Respondent also produces a photo copy  of the forwarding letter dated 5.6.2012  with which the demand of Rs.464/- was sent to the complainant and says that the allegation of the complainant is baseless.



The Respondent is directed to furnish the information to the complainant only after the cheque purported to have been sent  by him is credited to the account of the department.  The complainant is directed to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which will be supplied to him in due course of time.  The Respondent is directed  to make up the deficiencies, if pointed out, before the next date of hearing. 

Decision:

The case is adjourned  to  05.07.2012 at 10.30 AM.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of order  be sent to the parties.

       (Satinder Pal Singh)

         (Surinder Awasthi)
                State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner.

Place: Chandigarh.




     

Dated: 11.06.2012.


           

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Yogesh Mahajan

s/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President,Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot. 



  

….Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Construction Division No. 1,

PWD (B&R),Bassi Pathana at Sirhind,

 (Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib).  





… Respondent

CC- 1148/2012

ORDER

Present :   None for the  complainant.


       Mr. P.L. Satija, Accounts Officer, for the respondent.






----

RTI  application filed 

:
12.01.2012.

PIO’s  response


:    
20.01.2012.

Complaint  received in

:
27.04.2012.

State Information Commission on


    Ground for complaint

:  
Information not provided.





  


Information  sought
:
Seeks copies of works undertaken 
and carried out in the sub-division, 
attested copies of cash book 

for the period 01.04.2011 till date and 
attested copies of Quotation Register 
for the  period 01.01.2011 till date of 
information.  

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



This case was listed  for hearing before  Single Bench.  The Ld. C.I.C., vide his order dated  29.05.2012,  has constituted a Division Bench comprising the undersigned S.I.Cs. to hear the cases.





Complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.    



It is the job of Respondent-PIO as well of the information-seeker  to ensure speedy disposal of RTI applications.
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The Respondent makes written submission dated nil which is taken on record.  In the written submission, it is stated that the complainant was requested vide letter dated 27.02.2012 to visit personally the office of S.D.E., inspect the records and  identify the documents the copies of which he 

requires. The Respondent states that the complainant did not turn up to inspect the record in order to minimize and prioritize his requirement of information.  Since the complainant was given the opportunity to visit PIO’s office and inspect the record but he did not turn up. It seems  that the complainant  is not interested in the information.

Decision:

The case is, thus, disposed  of and closed. 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of order  be sent to the parties.

       (Satinder Pal Singh)

         (Surinder Awasthi)
                State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner.

Place: Chandigarh.




     

Dated: 11.06.2012.


           

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Bhushan Bhardwaj

s/o Late Shiv Kumar,

House No. 490, Sector 61,

Chandigarh-160062. 


  


…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Fatehgarh Sahib.  






… Respondent

CC- 1152/2012

ORDER 

Present :
Mr. Bhushan Bhardwaj,  complainant, in person.



Mr. Ranjit Singh, ASI with  Mr. Harnek Singh, ASI and Mr. 


Kulwinder Singh, HC, for the  respondent.






---

RTI  application filed 

:
14.03.2012.

PIO’s  response


:    
26.03.2012.

Complaint  received in

:
30.04.2012.

State Information Commission on


Ground for complaint

:  
Information not provided.





  


Information  sought                   : 
Complainant  seeks  information




                      related to FIR No.72, dated 






20.04.2009  in PS, Mandi  







Gobindgarh.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



This case was listed  for hearing before  Single Bench.  The Ld. C.I.C., vide his order dated  29.05.2012,  has constituted a Division Bench comprising the undersigned S.I.Cs. to hear the cases.





The Respondent submits a letter dated 9.06.2012 stating therein that the RTI application was transferred under section 6(3) on 26.03.2012 to the Judicial Magistrate, 1st Class, Amloh and the complainant was also informed about this. The letter further states that subsequently the application was transferred under section 6(3)  vide letter dated 23.5.2012 to the PIO-cum- Registrar, Firms and Societies, Punjab,  Chandigarh asking him to supply the requisite information direct to the complainant and   Mr. Bhushan 
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Bhardwaj, complainant, was informed about this.   It is  further stated in the letter that the document a copy of which is demanded by the complainant is not  available in their record as the relevant record  has already been submitted to the court and  that the complainant may be directed to obtain the information from the abovesaid  authorities.



The complainant says that a similar case – CC No.1174/2012 – is listed for hearing  before the  Ld S.I.C., Mr. Narinderjit Singh, on 19.06.2012  and  prays that this case may also be adjourned to that date. The complainant further prays that  the PIO-cum- Registrar, Firms and Societies, Punjab,  be also directed to be present before this Bench on that date.



The PIO of the Respondent and PIO-cum- Registrar, Firms and Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh, are directed to be present at the next date of hearing along with their respective written submission.

Decision:

The case is adjourned to 19.06.2012 at 10.30 A.M.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of order  be sent to the parties.

       (Satinder Pal Singh)

         (Surinder Awasthi)
                State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner.

Place: Chandigarh.




     

Dated: 11.06.2012.


           


Cc:



Public  Information Officer-cum-



Registrar, Firms and Societies, Punjab,



Near G.P.O.



17 Bays Building,



Sector 17, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Vinod Kumar Mehta,

Phase II, Civil Lines,

Fazilka-152123. 



  


…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sri Muktsar Sahib.






… Respondent

CC- 1168/2012

ORDER

Present :
None for the complainant.



Mr. Shakeel Singh, D.R.O.-cum-APIO, for the Respondent.






---

RTI  application filed 

:
15.03.2012.

PIO’s  response


:    
Nil.

Complaint  received in

:
30.04.2012.

State Information Commission on


Ground for complaint

:  
No response. Hence the information 





was denied.





  


Information  sought                   : 
Complainant  seeks  information 






related to a complaint  against one 





Resham Singh of village             






Kuttianwala, Malout on 8.2.2012 who 





had been allegedly getting 







subsistence allowance/ pension 






under Terrorist Affected category by 





furnishing false and wrong 







information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



This case was listed  for hearing before  Single Bench.  The Ld. C.I.C., vide his order dated  29.05.2012,  has constituted a Division Bench comprising the undersigned S.I.Cs. to hear the cases.





The complainant is absent  without intimation to the Commission.  
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The Respondent submits a letter dated 8.06.2012 stating therein that the partial information has been sent to the complainant vide  letter dated 19.04.2012 through registered post.  The letter is taken on record.



The Respondent also states that the matter was enquired into by the S.D.M., Malout who submitted his inquiry report vide letter dated 21.05.2012.  A copy of the inquiry report is furnished during hearing to the Commission and a copy of the same was to be given to the complainant  today.  The report is taken on record.



The Respondent is directed  to send copy of the inquiry report to the complainant through registered post within a week under intimation to the Commission.

Decision:

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

Announced in the open court.



Copies of order  be sent to the parties.

       (Satinder Pal Singh)

         (Surinder Awasthi)
                State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner.

Place: Chandigarh.




     

Dated: 11.06.2012.


           

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
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D.C. Gupta,

No. 778, Urban Estate,

Phase I,

Patiala-147002. 



  


…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Samana.  







… Respondent

CC- 1173/2012

ORDER

Present  :
None for the  complainant.



Mr. Gurtej Singh, Reader, for the Respondent.





----

RTI  application filed 

:
19.03.2012.

PIO’s  response


:    
26.03.2012.

Complaint  received in

:
30.04.2012.

State Information Commission on


Ground for complaint

:  
Refused  to entertain the application 





as the same was not in prescribed 





proforma.



Information  sought

:
 The complainant seeks information 





on the number of  complaints  under 





Section 3 of the Act from senior 






citizens including parents during the 





financial year 2008-09, 2009-10,  






2010-11 and 2011-12, number of 






cases decided during this time under 





the Act and number of cases pending  





etc. and also the names, address 





and mobile numbers of the 






Conciliation Officers attached to 






assist the Tribunal.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



This case was listed  for hearing before  Single Bench.  The Ld. C.I.C., vide his order dated  29.05.2012,  has constituted a Division Bench comprising the undersigned S.I.Cs. to hear the cases.





Complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.    
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The Respondent  states that the requisite  information has been sent to the  complainant vide letter dated 31.05.2012 and submits a copy of the said letter during hearing.  This is taken on record.



The PIO is advised  that in future  RTI applications should be accepted even if these are made on plain paper and attend to the RTI applications expeditiously.



Decision:



Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed  of and closed. 



Announced in the open court. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

       (Satinder Pal Singh)

         (Surinder Awasthi)
                State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner.

Place: Chandigarh.




     

Dated: 11.06.2012.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com +

Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Sh. Kuldeep Raj Mahajan,

Opp Water Tank,

Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.  




      
  …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer, Electrical,

PWD (B&R),

Provincial Division – I,

Patiala. 

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Superintending Engineer, Electrical,

PWD (B&R),

Construction Circle No. 1,

Patiala






…Respondents 

AC- 612/2012

ORDER

Present :  
None for the appellant.



Mr. Darshan Singh, SDE-APIO for the Respondents.





----

RTI  application filed on

:   12.01.2012.

PIO replied



:    Nil

First appeal filed


:   16.02.2012.

First Appellate Authority’s order
:   No orders passed.  However, FAA had 




   directed the PIO on 13.03.2012  to furnish 




   information.

Second  appeal received  in
:   24.04.2012.

State Information Commission on.

Information sought :



Seeks information on four points regarding grants received and utilized by the  division under the PIO  from 01.01.2011 till-date.

Grounds for  appeals :
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Denial of information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The appellant is absent  without intimation.  He usually avoids attending the hearing in the Commission.  He absents himself without intimation and rarely  informs the Commission.



This case was listed  for hearing before  Single Bench.  The Ld. C.I.C., vide his order dated  29.05.2012,  has constituted a Division Bench comprising the undersigned S.I.Cs. to hear the cases.





The Respondent makes written submission dated 08.06.2012 which is taken on record.  In the written submission, it is stated that the appellant was requested vide letter dated 31.01.2012 that as the record demanded by him is of voluminous nature, the appellant may visit the office, inspect the record and identify the documents of which copies are required by him but the appellant did not turn up. The Respondent again asked the appellant  vide letter dated 14.03.2012 to attend his office  from 16.03.2012 to 22.03.2012  to see the record, identify the documents of which photo copies  are  required. The Respondent states that the appellant did not turn up.  As the appellant did not avail of  both the opportunities, he, thus, forfeited his right to peruse the record.  It seems  that the appellant  is not interested in seeking the information.

Decision :



Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of order  be sent to the parties.

       (Satinder Pal Singh)

         (Surinder Awasthi)
                State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner.

Place: Chandigarh.




     

Dated: 11.06.2012.


           

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Sh. Kuldeep Raj Mahajan,

Opp Water Tank,

Municipal Market,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.   





      
  
 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

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

Circle No. 2, Patiala.

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

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

Patiala.






…Respondents 

AC- 613/2012

ORDER

Present :
None for the appellant.



Mr. Harpal Singh, SDO-APIO, for the Respondents.





-----

RTI  application filed on

:   02.12.2011.

PIO replied



:   29.12.2011.

First appeal filed


:   06.01.2012.

First Appellate Authority’s order
:   Nil.

Second  appeal received  in
:   27.04.2012.

State Information Commission on.

Information sought :



Seeks information reg. inspections made by S.E. from November, 2011 till date. Appellant  seeks attested copies of log book of S.E.’s vehicle for the abovesaid period i..e.  from 1..4.2011 till the day of the receipt of information.  Also, he seeks listy of inspections made in the  PIO’s circle No.2 Patiala PWD (B&R) from 1.1.2011 upto the receipt of the information.

Grounds for  appeals :



Not satisfied with the response of the  PIO and FAA.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The appellant is absent  without intimation.



This case was listed  for hearing before  Single Bench.  The Ld. C.I.C., vide his order dated  29.05.2012,  has constituted a Division Bench comprising the undersigned S.I.Cs. to hear the cases.





It is the job of Respondent-PIO as well of the information-seeker  to ensure speedy disposal of RTI applications.



The Respondent makes written submission dated nil which is taken on record.  In the written submission, it is stated that the appellant was requested vide letter dated 29.12.2011 and dated 19.01.2012 to visit personally the office of respondent, inspect the records and  identify the documents the copies of which he requires. The Respondent states that the appellant did not turn up.  Since the appellant was given couple of  opportunities to visit PIO’s office and inspect the record but he did not turn up. It seems  that the appellant  is not interested in the information.

Decision :



Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of order  be sent to the parties.

       (Satinder Pal Singh)

         (Surinder Awasthi)
                State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner.

Place: Chandigarh.




     

Dated: 11.06.2012.


           

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sham Lal Goyal,

# 77, Shebzada Singh Street,

Muktsar.  






      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Mukatsar.

2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Mukatsar

 




…Respondents 

 AC- 571/2012

ORDER

Present :
None for the appellant.



Mr. Shakeel Singh, D.R.O.-cum-APIO, for the Respondents.






----



This case was listed  for hearing before  Single Bench.  The Ld. C.I.C., vide his order dated  29.05.2012,  has constituted a Division Bench comprising the undersigned S.I.Cs. to hear the cases.





The  appellant is absent  without intimation to the Commission.



The Respondent  says that the information has been supplied  to the appellant  and produces an acknowledgement  of the  appellant  having received the  information.  This is taken on record.



Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced in the open court. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

       (Satinder Pal Singh)

         (Surinder Awasthi)
                State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner.

Place: Chandigarh.




     

Dated: 11.06.2012.


           

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Harmanjit Singh Deol

No. 13/89, Guru Angad Nagar,

Sohian Road,

Sangrur.   





      
  
 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

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

Provisional Division,

Near Dhoda Sweets,

Ghuman Mandi,

Rani Jhansi Road, Ludhiana

. 

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

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

Provisional Division,

Near Dhoda Sweets,

Ghuman Mandi,

Rani Jhansi Road, Ludhiana



…Respondents 

AC- 623/2012

Order
RTI application  filed on

:  
17.01.2012

PIO replied



:  
24.01.2012

First appeal filed  on

:  
24.02.2012

First Appellate Authority’s 

:   
15.03.2012
Order.

Second appeal to the 

:  
02.05.2012
State Information

Commission filed on

Information sought:

Seeks information regarding the red cards nos, its photocopies , date of issue etc  of one Surjit Singh  s/o Devinder Singh allottee of HN 2929-A on Sr. No 225. 
Grounds for first appeal:

The  applicant/appellant  was not satisfied with the response of PIO.

Order of First Appellate Authority (FAA):



Called for hearing on March 15/2012.  FAA order Nil.
 








Contd…2/-
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Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present: 

None for the appellant.

Mr. Avtar Singh, SDE, for the Respondent. 


This case was listed for hearing before Single Bench. The Ld. C.I.C. vide his order dated 29.05.2012 has constituted a Division Bench comprising the undersigned S. I. Cs to hear the cases.
The appellant sought an adjournment vide registered letter dated 04.06.2012. Since the appellant is practicing as advocate and High Court is closed for summer vocations till 20.06.2012, he has shown his inability to attend the today’s proceedings. Earlier, the Respondent-PIO had asked him to be present on March 15.03.2012 in his office, then too he had taken the same plea of his inability to attend because of his busy schedule. 

Now, the appellant is given a last opportunity to be present in this court on next date of hearing. 
Decision:


The case is adjourned to 26.06.2012 at 10:30 AM. 
Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

        (Satinder Pal Singh)

     
                (Surinder Awasthi)

State Information Commissioner
                   State Information Commissioner 

Place: Chandigarh.

Date : 11.06.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
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Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chhatri wala)

s/o Kastoor Chand, Kothi No. 306,

Astha Enclave,

Barnala







 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Barnala 

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Barnala






…Respondents 

AC- 641/2012

Order
RTI application  filed on

:  
27.01.2012

PIO replied



:  
27.01.2012
First appeal filed  on

:  
17.03.2012
First Appellate Authority’s 

:   
Nil
Order.

Second appeal to the 

:  
02.05.2012

State Information

Commission filed on

Information sought:

The appellant had filed a complaint against Rajesh Verma  (SP) who had been certifying NRI marriages . DC Barnala had given a decision against him. Even after that he had been indulging in the same . The appellant seeks what action had been taken against the erring officer. Seeks details of the same.
Grounds for first appeal:

The  applicant/appellant  was not satisfied with the response of PIO.

Order of First Appellate Authority (FAA):



Nil 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present: 

None for the appellant.

Mr. Paramjit Singh Padda, SDM Barnala on behalf of the Respondent. 
 







Contd…2/-
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This case was listed for hearing before Single Bench. The Ld. C.I.C. vide his order dated 29.05.2012 has constituted a Division Bench comprising the undersigned S. I. Cs to hear the cases.
Appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. RTI act has a fixed time line for disposal of cases and both the PIO’s and the appellant are expected to cooperate to ensure speedy disposal. 
The Respondent submitted that the information has been supplied and he submitted a document purported to be signed by the appellant stating that he has received the information but it mentioned no date. 

The appellant is given another last opportunity to be present on next date of hearing to clarify whether  he has received requisite information. If, he fails to appear, it would be assumed that he has got the information to his satisfaction. 

Decision:

 
The case is adjourned to 26.06.2012 at 10:30 A.M. 
Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

       (Satinder Pal Singh)

     

  (Surinder Awasthi)

State Information Commissioner
              State Information Commissioner 
Place: Chandigarh.

Date : 11.06.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
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Sh. Gurmeet Singh,

No. 641/2, Gher Sodhian,

Patiala-147001






…Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Patiala 

  2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Patiala






…Respondents 

AC- 642/2012

Order
RTI application  filed on

:  
23.08.2011
PIO replied



:  
14.09.2011
First appeal filed  on

:  
07.12.2011
First Appellate Authority’s 

:   
04.01.2012
Order.

Second appeal to the 

:  
02.05.2012

State Information

Commission filed on

Information sought:

 
Seeks information regarding # 397/2 Darzianwali Gali , near Anardana Chowk Patiala on six points. 

Grounds for first appeal:

No satisfactory response has been supplied. 
Order of First Appellate Authority (FAA):



Called for hearing. Order Nil 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present: 

Mr. Gurmeet Singh, appellant in person.
Mr. Inder Kumar, Assistant on behalf of the Respondent. 

 
This case was listed for hearing before Single Bench. The Ld. C.I.C. vide his order dated 29.05.2012 has constituted a Division Bench comprising the undersigned S. I. Cs to hear the cases.

 








Contd…2/-
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Respondent assured to provide the requisite information within a week. The appellant should visit the office of Respondent-PIO on 12th June, 2012 to 
collect CD of the requisite information. For perusal of record, the Respondent would put all the relevant records for inspection on June 13 to June 15 so that the appellant could identify the information and respondent should provide the attested copies of the requisite documents. Since the PIO has already delayed the furnishing of information, the attested photocopies and CD must be provided free of cost. 
Decision:

 
The case is adjourned to 19.06.2012 at 10:30 A.M. 

Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

       (Satinder Pal Singh)

     
                (Surinder Awasthi)

State Information Commissioner
                   State Information Commissioner 

Place: Chandigarh.

Date : 11.06.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
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Bahadur Singh, Panch,

S/o Gurcharan Singh, 

Village- Jhambala

Tehsil- Amloh,

Distt- Fatehgarh Sahib. 




         …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer  

Fatehgarh Sahib.  




        … Respondents

AC- 439/2012

ORDER

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Mr. Manjit Singh, on behalf of the Respondent. 


This case was listed for hearing before Single Bench. The Ld. C.I.C. vide his order dated 29.05.2012 has constituted a Division Bench comprising the undersigned S. I. Cs to hear the cases. 

In compliance with the order dated 21.05.2012 respondent states that he had provided the information to the appellant to his satisfaction. Appellant also gives in writing that he has revived the information on 22.05.2012. A copy of which is taken on record.



 
Since the information stands supplied.

 The case is disposed of and closed. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
       (Satinder Pal Singh)

     
                (Surinder Awasthi)

State Information Commissioner
                   State Information Commissioner 

Place: Chandigarh.

Date : 11.06.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
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Sh. Tarsem Lal,

S/o Sh. Kashmiri Lal,

Village- Mohakam Khan Wala,

Tehsil & Distt- Ferozepur,

 







      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur
 

2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur
 
 




…Respondents 

 AC- 488/2012

       Order .
Present: 
Mr. Tarsem Lal appellant in person.


None for the Respondent. 



This case was listed for hearing before Single Bench. The Ld. C.I.C. vide his order dated 29.05.2012 has constituted a Division Bench comprising the undersigned S. I. Cs to hear the cases.



On the last date of hearing respondent was directed to provide the requisite information and PIO was directed to be personally present. A letter dated 30.05.2012 has been received from the office of DC, Ferozepur who too has fixed a responsibility of Naib Tehsildar, Agrarian to attend the hearing and provide the information. Despite the directions of the commission and also his seniors, the PIO cum Tehsildar has not bothered to attend the proceedings today.
 

 Appellant states that no information has been received till today. There is no appearance on behalf of the PIO-respondent. The Commission takes a serious notice of defiance by the PIO-respondent.  Moreover, the RTI application is dated 07.04.2011 but the PIO-respondent has not supplied the demanded information despite the lapse of a period more than thirteen months.  
This action of PIO-respondent  amounts to willful  delay  and denial of  information to the appellant and his repeated absence during hearings of the commission is seen as open defiance and the commission takes serious note of it. 
 








Contd…2/-

-2-
 

PIO o/o Naib Tehsildar, Agrarian, Distt Firozepur is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.



The PIO-respondent is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit  giving reasons  for delaying and denying the  supply of requisite information to the applicant  before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  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/her ex-parte. 



The PIO o/o Naib Tehsildar, Agrarian, District Ferozepur is directed to furnish the information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied, at the next date of hearing.

 

The case is adjourned to 05.07.2012 at 10:30 AM. 
Announced in the open court. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

       (Satinder Pal Singh)

     
                (Surinder Awasthi)

State Information Commissioner
                   State Information Commissioner 

Place: Chandigarh.

Date : 11.06.2012

