STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1664 of 2015

Date of institution:13.07.2015
Date of decision: 18.12.2015
Sh. Harinder Pal Singh 

S/o Shri Surjeet Singh, 

House No. 247, 1st Floor,

Sector 35-A, Chandigarh.     





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Transport Department,

Govt. of Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.








    ...Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant.  

For the respondent: Shri Gurpal Singh, APIO o/o STC, Punjab and 

Sh. Suresh Kumar, Senior Assistant o/o Principal Secretary (95010-32009). 

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 10.06.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 13.07.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 29.09.2015 in the Commission.

3. The complainant was neither present during the hearing on 29.09.2015 nor on 03.11.2015 when last opportunity was given to him to follow up his case in the Commission. Today also, the complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.
4. The respondent on behalf of the Transport department states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission was submitted vide letter no. 1/7/2013-4T2/582802/3 dated 07.09.2015 whereby the information comprising 15 pages pertaining to point no. 
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1, 2, 3, 5, 7, 8 & 10 was provided to the complainant. The respondent on behalf of STC, Punjab files additional written submission which is taken on record mentioning therein that information on point no. 4 & 9 has been provided to the complainant vide letter no. STC/RTI/PIO/2771/41144 dated 29.09.2015 and information on point no.6 has been provided vide letter no. STC/RTI/PIO/2771/44420 dated 15.10.2015. 
5. After hearing the respondent and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the information sought vide RTI application dated 10.06.2015 was partly available in the Transport Department and partly in the office of the STC, Punjab  and both have independent PIOs. It is further ascertained that the information stands provided by both the PIOs. The complainant has not attended the hearing of the Commission consecutively thrice entailing thereby that he does not want to pursue the matter further.  In wake of above, the instant Complaint Case is hereby disposed of and closed.
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

PS

Sh. Manjit Singh on behalf of the complainant came present after the proceedings were over and he was briefed about the proceedings of the Court.  
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  2084 of 2015
Sh. Surinder Lal, (81465-89603)

R/o House No. 34-A, Hira Nagar,

Near Park, Patiala. 
 







.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana. 
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Police Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.




         …...Respondent
Present:
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Balwinder Singh, ASI (98760-21331). 

ORDER
1.
The appellant has sent written submission received in the Commission at diary no. 28686 dated 13.11.2015 requesting for adjournment in the case.  
2.
The respondent states that the complete information has already been provided to the appellant.

3.
The appellant has sought adjournment on account of ill health thrice. During the hearing on 03.11.2015, last opportunity was provided to him to follow up this case. Today again he has sought adjournment on account of “severe dental pain” but the Commission is not satisfied with this generic mode of seeking adjournment. The appellant can depute an authorized person to attend the hearing of the Commission on next date of hearing if his dental pain is still severe. No further adjournment shall be granted and the case shall be decided ex-parte. The matter to come up now for hearing on 28.01.2016 at 02:00 P.M.

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2578 of 2015 

Sh. Prem  Kumar Rattan (M-98722-20039)

House No.78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi Dhuri,

District Sangrur.





     

 ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.

2.  First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.






     …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI (80545-45411).  
ORDER
1. The appellant has intimated vide letter received in the  Commission at diary no. 31552 dated 17.12.2015 requesting for an adjournment in the case on account of road accident. He has requested for hearing in the month of January, 2016.
2. On the plea of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 28.01.2016 at 2.00 P.M.
3.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order  be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2573 of 2015 

Sh. Manjit Singh (M-7696282813)

S/o  Shri Sohan Singh,

House No.388/3, Bahera Road,

Patiala.    







      ..…Appellant

(Regd. Post)

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer,

Patiala.
2.  First Appellate Authority,

O/o  State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No.177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh. 

     




     …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Manjit Singh, appellant in person.



None for the respondent.  

ORDER
1. The appellant states that copy of written submission dated 03.11.2015 has been sent to the PIO office of DTO, Patiala on 04.11.2015 by registered post.
2. None on behalf of the respondent is present in the Commission. No intimation has been received as to the reason of absence. 
3.
State Transport Commissioner, Punjab to ensure that the PIO office of DTO, Patiala attends the next date of hearing in this case. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 28.01.2016 at 2.00 P.M.

4.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

CC: 

Sh. Ashwani Kumar, IAS.
State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,                            
SCO No.177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 909 of 2015

Date of institution: 31.03.2015
Date of decision: 18.12.2015 

Shri Lakhbir Singh (M-9878662095)

S/o Shri Sadhu Singh,

Village Jogi Majra,

P. O. Malod, Tehsil Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana-141119.






.…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.




 

      
          …...Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI (80545-45411).  
ORDER

1. Vide his RTI application dated 03.09.2014 the information was sought on his complaint dated 04.08.2014 on following four points:- 

i).
Certified copy of complaint dated 04.08.2014.

 ii).
Legal action taken against Gurmeet Singh.

iii). 
Statement of Lakhvir Singh and Gurmeet Singh recorded in Police Station Mandi Ahmedgarh.

iv).
Action taken on complaint dated 08.02.2014 for the period from 08.02.2014 to 20.07.2014.

On not getting the information a complaint was filed in the Commission on 31.03.2015 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.
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2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 26.05.2015 in the Commission.

3. During the hearing on 26.05.2015, the complainant stated that though he has received the certified information comprising 20 pages vide letter dated 25.05.2015 but he was not satisfied. On 15.07.2015 the complainant filed written submission mentioning therein that on 04.08.2014  he gave a complaint to Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur who forwarded to the SSP, Sangrur. He further mentions that he again requested on 07.10.2014 but information was not provided and ultimately he had to file complaint in the Commission and it took 8 months for getting information from the respondent. In the end, he requested that penal action under RTI Act should be taken against the respondent.   During the arguments the complainant reiterated that on his RTI application dated 03.09.2014 he received the information after a delay of 8 months and that it was for want of that information that he was convicted one year by the Court. In the end, he submitted that the respondent PIO may be penalized under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act for not providing the information as per provisions of the RTI Act.  

4. During the hearing on 26.05.2015 the respondent filed reply to the Notice of the Commission mentioning therein that the information comprising 20 pages has been provided to the complainant in the Commission. In written submission dated 15.10.2015 the respondent has mentioned that the complainant did not mention in his RTI application the complaint number. It has further been mentioned that the SHO, Police Station City Ahmedgarh the information was sent through constable Gurpreet Singh, Lakhvir Singh who was not present and on contacting the complainant on his telephone 
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no. 98786-62905 but he refused to receive the information and thereafter the information was sent to him by registered post also. The respondent further explained that on account of non mention of complaint number the delay has been caused in providing the information which is neither intentional nor malafide.   

 5.
After hearing the arguments of both the parties and perusing the file, it is observed that the information sought by the complainant vide RTI application dated 03.09.2014 was provided to the complainant on 26.05.2015. It is observed that the information was earlier sent by hand to the complainant through the constable Gurpreet Singh but the complainant refused to receive the information.  The information was again sent to the complainant by registered letter. The refusal on part of the complainant to receive the information reflects that the complainant is also responsible partly for the delay therein.   The written submissions furnished by the respondent show that the delay caused in providing the information was because the complainant had not mentioned the complaint number about which the information has been sought. As such, there is no malafide on part of the respondent in providing the information to the complainant. 
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal no. 10787-10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner & another Vs State of Manipur and another has held in its order on 12.12.2011:- 
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(31. We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High Court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for access to the information).

Despite the fact that in a complaint case the information cannot be provided, the respondent provided the complete information which shows that there was no malafide on part of the respondent in providing the information to the complainant. In view of aforementioned, the Complaint Case is closed and disposed of.

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No.  782 of 2015 

Date of institution:13.03.2015
Date of decision: 18.12.2015 

Sh. Lakhbir Singh S/o Sh. Sadhu Singh,

Village Jogi Majra, PO Malod,

Tehsil Payal,

District Ludhiana. 

 





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o S.H.O. Police (City),

Ahmedgarh,

District Sangrur.   



        



    ...Respondent

Present :
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, ASI (80929-45725). 

ORDER
1. Vide his RTI application dated 03.09.2014 the information was sought by the complainant on two following points:- 

i).
Certified copy of complaint dated 08.02.2014 given him Police Station City Mandi Ahmedgarh.

ii).
The Certified copies of statements of Lakhvir Singh and Gurmit Singh recorded by ASI Jaspal Singh and action taken thereon for the period from 08.02.2014 to 20.07.2014.

On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 13.03.2015 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 05.05.2015 in the Commission.
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3. During the hearing on 05.05.2015 the complainant had stated that the information provided to him by hand was not acceptable because he wanted the information on his application given to the Deputy Commissioner who forwarded to the SSP vide letter dated 11.09.2014. On 06.07.2015 the complainant stated that he has received the complete information on that day by hand in the Commission. Thereafter, he filed written submission on 15.07.2015 mentioning therein that the information has been provided to him after 8 months in violation of the provisions of the RTI Act and therefore the penal action against the respondent should be taken for delay caused in providing the information. The complainant also tendered arguments that on the RTI application dated 03.09.2014 the information was not provided by the respondent within stipulated period of 30 days and that again on 07.10.2014 by another RTI application the same information was sought but the information was not provided. He further argued that ultimately he had to file complaint in the Commission on 13.03.2015  and in the month of May, 2015 he got the information in the Commission. He also rued that on 09.02.2015 he was convicted by the Court for want of information not provided to him timely. He further pointed out that he also went to the SHO for getting the information personally but information was not given to him. In the end, he requested that the respondent should be penalized under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.  

4. The respondent filed reply to the Notice of the Commission mentioning therein that the report obtained from SHO Police Station Ahmedgarh indicates that constable Gurpreet Singh no. 48/Sangrur was sent to deliver the information by hand but the 
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complainant refused to receive it and as such the information was sent by registered post.  During the hearing on 05.05.2015 the respondent had stated that the information was sent to the complainant by registered post on 23.04.2015 but the same was received undelivered on the complainant’s refusal. In reply to the show cause notice issued to the respondent Sh. Bikar Singh, SHO Police Station City Ahemdgarh submitted that the information was sent through constable Gurpreet Singh to be delivered by hand but since he was not available the complainant was contacted on his Mobile no. 98786-62905 but the complainant refused to receive the information. He further mentioned that on 23.04.2015 the information was sent by registered post but the complainant refused to receive the registered letter and ultimately the information was provided to the complainant in the Commission by hand. During the arguments the respondent had submitted that there was no intentional delay in providing the information to the complainant.

5.
After hearing the arguments of both the parties and perusing the file, it is observed that the information sought by the complainant vide RTI application dated 03.09.2014 was provided to the satisfaction of the complainant on 06.07.2015. It is observed that the information was earlier sent by hand to the complainant through the constable Gurpreet Singh but the complainant refused to receive the information.  The complainant further refused the receipt of registered letter sent on 23.04.2015 containing the information. The refusal on part of the complainant to receive the information reflects that the complainant is also responsible parting for the delay therein.   
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The written submissions furnished by the respondent in response to the show cause notice are found satisfactory and therefore show cause notice issued is hereby discharged. There is no malafide on part of the respondent in providing the information to the complainant. Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal no. 10787-10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner & another Vs State of Manipur and another has held in its order on 12.12.2011:- 

(31. We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High Court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for access to the information).

Despite the fact that in a complaint case the information cannot be provided, the respondent provided the complete information which shows that there was no malafide on part of the respondent in providing the information to the complainant. In view of aforementioned, the Complaint Case is closed and disposed of.
 6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2389 of 2015 

Ms Mandeep Kaur, Advocate, (94174-88144)

Chamber No.230, District Courts,

Ludhiana.







 
     ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o SHO, Division No.4,  

Ludhiana.
2.  First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.






         …...Respondent

Present:   
Shri Jagdeep Singh  authorized by  the appellant (M-9814107139).

For the respondent: Sh. Ram Pal Singh, ASI Division no.4 (84275-93100)
ORDER
1.
Shri Jagdeep Singh authorized by the appellant is preset in the Commission and states that the deficiency pointed out by him during the last hearing on 04.11.2015 has yet not been removed by the respondent. 
2.
Sh. Ram Pal Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent states that earlier this case was attended by dealing hand Sh. Baljit Singh ASI who has since retired. He further submits that on his own he obtained the copy of the deficiency from the appellant yesterday only. He undertakes that the deficiency pointed out by the appellant shall be removed within 10 days from today. 
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 04.01.2016 at 02:00 P.M. 
4.

 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  2159 of 2015

Date of institution:29.06.2015
Date of decision: 18.12.2015
Sh. Gurnihal Singh Pizada,

House No. 59, Sector-4,

Chandigarh.  







.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, 

S.A.S. Nagar. 
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o I.G.P,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.




         …...Respondent
Present:
None for  the appellant. 

For the respondent: Shri Gian Chand, ASI. 
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 09.03.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 29.04.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 29.06.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 29.07.2015 in the Commission.
3.
During the hearing on 07.10.2015 the appellant stated that he has received satisfactory information from respondent no. 1 but information received from respondent no. 2 vide letter dated 01.10.2015 was not satisfactory. 
4.
The respondent no.1 had stated that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed and copy thereof was given to the appellant. The respondent has further stated that the matter has been discussed in the Commission with the appellant 
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and on mutually agreed date and time had been fixed for inspection of record and thereafter the information has been provided to the appellant. The respondent no.2 states that written submission dated 04.11.2015 has been filed in the Commission and copy thereof was sent to the appellant by post in compliance with the direction dated 07.10.2015 of the Commission. 
5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the respondent no.1 has provided information to the appellant to his satisfaction. It is further ascertained that the respondent no.2 has also filed written submission vide letter dated 04.11.2015 which is on file and copy has been sent to the appellant by post in compliance with direction dated 07.10.2015 of the Commission. In wake of above, no further action is required in this Appeal Case which is hereby disposed of and closed.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1904  of 2015 

Shri  Darshan Singh,

Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat,

Village Dulchi Majra,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt. Roopnagar.






        ..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Roopnagar.








…..Respondent

  Present:   
Shri  Darshan Singh, complainant in person.  (98144-18427)
For the respondent:  Sh. Gursharan Singh, Trustee (98157-54344).
ORDER
1.
The complainant requests that an adjournment may be given to file written submission in this case. 

2.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission and copy thereof has been provided to the complainant today in the Commission by hand. He further submits that the complainant has already been intimated vide letter dated 29.06.2015 that the answering respondent is not covered under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act.
3.
On the plea of the complainant, an adjournment is given to file written submission in response to the reply filed by the respondent. The matter to come up now on 28.01.2016 at 02:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2701 of 2015 

Sh. Rakesh Kumar (M-94179-56510)

S/o Shri Daya Nand,

R/o  Khiali Chahilanwali,

Tehsil Sardoolgarh, District Mansa.    




  ……Appellant

Versus

1.   Public Information Officer,

  O/o District Transport Officer,

  Mansa.

   

2.   First Appellate Authority,

 
O/o  State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,


SCO No.177-178, Sector 17-C,


Chandigarh.







 …...Respondent

  Present:   
None for the appellant.  
For the respondent:  Sh. Jagpreet Singh, Clerk (953066-7921). 

ORDER
1.
The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 

2.
The respondent files written submission dated 11.12.2015 which is taken on record and copy thereof has been received by the appellant on 11.12.2015. 

3.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission. The matter to come up now on 28.01.2016 at 02:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2592 of 2015 

Sh. Subhash Chander Garg (M-9478184491)

Chamber No.501, Mahatama Gandhi Complex,

District Courts, Patiala-147001.





      ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.

2.  First Appellate Authority,

O/o  State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. 
    




     …...Respondent

Show Cause Notice 
Sh. Latif Ahmed, PCS,  







(Regd. Post)
DTO-cum-PIO,
O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.

Present:   
Sh. Subhash Chander Garg, appellant in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Devinder Kumar, DEO (99151-95003).
ORDER

1. The appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information brought today in the Commission by the respondent. He further adds that on his RTI application dated 30.01.2015 the requisite information has yet not been provided by the respondent who should be penalized as per provisions of the RTI Act, disciplinary action against the respondent should be taken and that he should be provided compensation for delay in providing the information. 
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2. The respondent files written submission dated 15.12.2015 which is taken on record. He states that the appellant has refused to take his copy. 

3. During the hearing on 09.11.2015, the respondent was directed to provide information after inspecting the original file.  It appears that the information has yet not been provided by the respondent deliberately and willfully.
In view of the above, Sh. Latif Ahmed, PCS, PIO -cum-DTO, Bathinda is issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the RTI applicant under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered. He is directed to file his reply to the show cause notice in writing before the next date of hearing.

In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be  presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte.  The matter to come up now on 28.01.2016 at 02:00 PM. 

6.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 666 of 2015 

Shri  Tejinder  Singh (M-9653268807)

Plot No.40, 

Village Bholapur , P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123






    …..Appellant.

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer,

Mansa.-151505.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o  State Transport Commissioner, Punjab.

Sector 17, Chandigarh.                      

              …...Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Jagpreet Singh, Clerk (953066-7921).
ORDER
1.
The appellant has sent written submission received in the Commission at diary no. 31624 dated 18.12.2015 mentioning therein that the respondent should be directed to remove the deficiency and seeking an adjournment.
2.
The respondent files written submission dated 14.12.2015 which is taken on record. He states that the deficiency has been removed now vide letter dated 14.12.2015 and copy  of the appellant has been brought in the Commission but since he is not present, the same shall be sent to the appellant within a week.  
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 28.01.2016 at 02:00 P.M.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2851  of 2015 

Sh. Bachan Singh  (M-98155-62775),

House No.735 R, Partap Nagar, 

Bathinda.              





          ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.     
        





 …...Respondent

   Present:   
Sh. Bachan Singh, appellant, in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Gurpreet Singh, ATP (93169-00004).
ORDER
1. The appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided by the respondent and also that an adjournment may be given to file reply to the written submission dated 17.12.2015 given to him by hand today in the Commission by the respondent.

2. Sh. Gurpreet Singh, ATP files written submission dated 17.12.2015 which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant.
3. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 28.01.2016 at 02:00 P.M. 
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2886 of 2015 

Date of institution:08.09.2015
Date of decision: 18.12.2015
Sh. Jagdish Kohli, President,

Senior Citizens Welfare Association,

Bnasar Bagh, Sangrur-148001. 





  ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Nadampur, Distt. Sangrur.
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o  District Education Officer(S),

Sangrur.
    
        





 …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Jagdish Kohli, appellant in person.  
For the respondent: Sh. Hira Singh, Lecturer Math.  
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 22.06.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 27.07.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 08.09.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 10.11.2015 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that information about educational qualification of Sh. O.P. Arora (Retd. PTI) as available on service book has been provided by hand in the Commission today and he tenders so in writing also and requests that the case may be closed. 
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4.
The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter dated 13.11.2015. He further states that information about educational qualification of Sh. O.P. Arora (Retd. PTI) has been provided to the appellant as available on service book of the concerned employee. 
5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided by the respondent by hand to the appellant today in the Commission and the appellant has tendered in writing affirming it. In wake of this, the instant Appeal Case is hereby disposed of and closed. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  3216  of  2015
Mrs. Tulsi  Devi  (M-8146126800) 

W/o Shri Lachman Dass,

House No.B-1/140,  Near Dashmesh  Pita Gurdwara,

Mohalla Khokhar,

Faridkot-151203.







       .…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Water Supply  and  Sanitation,

Faridkot.


2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Superintending Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation,

Faridkot.







    ...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Tushar Goyal, SDE (84372-72777). 
ORDER
1.
A letter has been received from the appellant in the Commission at diary no.  31618 dated 18.12.2015 requesting for issuing show cause notice to the PIO and awarding suitable compensation to her.

 2.
Sh. Tushar Goyal, SDE authorized by the PIO is present in the Commission and files additional written submission which is taken on record. 
3.
 The matter to come up for orders on 28.01.2016 at 02:00 PM. 

4.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 18.12.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
