STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rajinder Singh, H. No.138, Gali No.5,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar, Majitha Road, Amritsar.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar




.
________________ Respondent

AC No.  172 of 2008

Present:-
(i)
Shri Rajinder Singh appellant in person.

(ii)
Shri Pardeep Kumar Attri, Sub-Divisional Officer-cum-APIO 

alongwith Shri Lakhbir Singh, Head Draftsman-cum-APIO for 
the   respondent-department.

ORDER



Instead of giving clear-cut reply, Shri Lakhbir Singh and Shri Pardeep Kumar Attri, APIOs are beating about the bush which is very sorry state of affairs. I am constrained to take a serious note that inspite of clear-cut and specific orders, Shri D.P. Bhardwaj; PIO has not bothered to appear today before this Commission. On the next date of hearing he should explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not supplying the asked for information and for disobeying the specific orders for appearing personally before this Commission.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 18.5.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

March 30, 2009.         


State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rajinder Singh, H. No.138, Gali No.5,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar, Majitha Road, Amritsar.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar




.
________________ Respondent

AC No.  175    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
Shri Rajinder Singh appellant in person.

(ii)
Shri Pardeep Kumar Attri, Sub-Divisional Officer-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Lakhbir Singh, Head Draftsman-cum-APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



While the request of the appellant was to supply a copy of the order dated 13.9.1993, first plea taken by both the officials appearing for the respondent-department was that it relates to third party.  On quarry as to how the Government orders can be treated as relating to third party, Shri Lakhbir Singh, APIO stated that the record being old it is not likely to be made available.  This indicates clear reluctance on the part of the respondent-department to supply the information. This is a serious matter which indicates that PIO is not taking adequate interest to apply his mind while dealing with the application filed under Right to Information Act, 2005.  As I have already stated in AC-172/2008, Shri D.P. Bhardwaj, PIO should personally appear on the next date of hearing and also explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for failure to supply the information. 

2.

Case stands adjourned to 18.5.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

March 30, 2009.         


State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rajinder Singh, H. No.138, Gali No.5,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar, Majitha Road, Amritsar.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar




.
________________ Respondent

AC No.  176  of 2008

Present:-
(i)
Shri Rajinder Singh appellant in person.

(ii)
Shri Pardeep Kumar Attri, Sub-Divisional Officer-cum-APIO 

alongwith Shri Lakhbir Singh, Head Draftsman-cum-APIO for 
the respondent-department.

ORDER



In regard to the point at Sr. No.6, it is stated that it was dealt in AC-105/2008 and the matter is still under consideration of the Government of Punjab.

2.

There is no provision in the Right to Information Act, 2005 to file an appeal/ review petition or to reopen a disposed of case.  As the issue was already disposed of in AC-105/2008, the matter cannot be reopened by a fresh application though this Commission has no power to request the Government to expedite their decision.  The position as ordered in AC-105/2008 remains the same i.e. as and when the Government decision is taken, the appellant should be informed accordingly.

3.

With the above observations, the matter stands disposed of.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

March 30, 2009.         


State Information Commissioner.

