STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh.  Ravinder singh,

House no. 986, Near Dev Hotel,

Mani Bazar, Moga

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant


                                                      Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o D.I.G.Crime

Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority

O/o IGP Crimes, Punjab

Chandigarh 


                                                                                                                           -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 3620 of 2016

Present: 
(i) Sh. Ravinder Singh, the appellant. 



(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Mohinder Singh, ASI, Sh. Nanak Chand, SI
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 28.06.2016 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 10.08.2016 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 07.11.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.12.2016 in the Commission.
3.
Appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided.

4.
Respondent states that the reply has already been sent to the appellant on 04.07.2016.

5.
The perusal of the file shows that the RTI of the appellant was forwarded to PIO, o/o SSP, Moga and SSP, Moga has sent his reply which is as under:-

jtkbk wkB:'r fvgNh fJz;g?eNo ioBb g[fb; eokJhw ew gh nkJh T gzikp uzvhrV ih d/ dcso d/ gsZo Bzpo 1776$nko Nh nkJh$ ;h ;h uzvhrV fwsh 19^12^2016 d/ 

Contd…P-2

Appeal Case No. 3620 of 2016

;pzX ftZu nkg tb' fdsh j'Jh doyk;s 28^06^2016 d/ ;pzX ftZu n?c nkJh nko doi Bk eoB tkb/ g[fb; nfXekohnk pko/ e/doh rqfj ftGkr tZb' fdPk fBod/Pk dh ekgh dh wzr ehsh ;h i' ;pzXs foekov u?e eoB s/ fJj gZso fJ; dcso w";{b Bjh j'fJnk i' nkg B{z fwE/ ;w/ nzdo ;{fuse o fdZsk frnk ;h. T[go'es nghb d/ ;pzX ftZu nkg B{z d[pkok dZf;nk iKdk j?, fe fJj gZso w";{b Bjh j'fJnk. nkg ih B{z ;{uBk fjs g/; j? ih. 
6.
Copy of the reply is handed over to the appellant in the Commission. I have gone through the reply and found satisfactory. Therefore, the appeal filed by the appellant is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. However, the appellant may approach the concerned PIO with fresh application/s if he wants the information 


Sd/-
Dated : 28.12.2016




         (S.S. Channy)









    Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Manjit Singh,

s/o Sh. Gurdial Singh

r/o Khariyala, Tehsil Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur


             






 --------Appellant




           Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Panchayat Secretary,

Khadial, Tehsil Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

o/o BDPO, Sunam, 

Distt. Sangrur 

                                                                               

-------Respondents

Complaint Case No. 1420 of 2016
Present :  
 (i) Sh.Manjit Singh, the complainant 


 (ii)Sh. Kuldeep Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO and Sh. Ranjan Talwar, Panchayat Secy, PIO/G.P.


ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 21.11.2016 vide which last opportunity was given to Sh. Ranjan Talwar, Panchayat Secy.-cum-PIO to file reply in response to the order showing cause.
2.
The complainant states that incomplete and unauthenticated information has been given to him by the respondent after the lapse of ten months.
3.
Sh. Ranjan Talwar- the respondent states that he was on leave due to an accident and information has already been provided to the complainant.  He further states that he has brought the reply to the show cause notice issued to him during the hearing dated 05.10.2016.

4.
After hearing both the parties and perusal of the record as available on file, it is ascertained that this is the complaint case. In the complaint case, the intention of 
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the PIO is to be seen whether the respondent-PIO has replied to the complainant in time or not. During the last hearing, the conduct of the respondent was found to be below standard, therefore, a show cause notice was issued to him as to why penalty @ 250/- per day be not imposed upon him under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act 2005. 

5.
At today's hearing, Sh. Ranjan Talwar, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO files reply to the show cause notice mentioning therein that he was on medical leave as he with an accident.  During this period, he was total on bed rest.  He further intimated that the complainant has already received the record of Khadial Panchayat earlier in some other case.

6.
Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply to the show cause notice issued to Sh. Ranjan Talwar, Panchayat Secretary- cum-PIO shows that due to bad health of the PIO, the delay has been occurred and the information could not be provided in time.  On that basis, the show cause notice issued to Sh. Ranjan Talwar, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO is, hereby, dropped. However, taking a lenient view, the respondent is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI application. The complainant is advised to visit the office of the respondent on any working day and inspect the record.  The respondent is directed that whatever documents will be identified by the complainant the same be provided to him duly authenticated and free of cost.

7.
In wake of aforementioned, this Complaint Case is hereby, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





 







   Sd/-
Dated : 28.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                Chief Information Commissioner
                        
 
Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Ajay Kumar,

S/o Sh. Harminder Singh,

H.No.10/58, PAU Campus,

Ludhiana.
……Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,

Malwa Central College for Women,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

o/o DPI(Colleges), Punjab,

SCO:66-67, Sector:17/C,

Chandigarh.
…..Respondent 

Appeal Case No. 3557of 2016

Present :  
(i) Sh. Ajay Kumar, the appellant. 


(ii) Dr. Naginder Kaur, Principal-cum-PIO, the respondent.

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 29.11.2016 vide which last opportunity was given to the respondent to appear before the Commission and state the case.
2.
At today's hearing, the appellant states that no information has been provided to him by the respondent till date.
3.
Dr. Naginder Kaur, Principal-cum-PIO is appearing in person and states that the information as demanded by the appellant is available with the Panjab University, Chandigarh as they are the appointing authority.  She further states that most of the information is also available on their website.

4.
The respondent is directed to file the reply to the Notice of the Commission on the next date of hearing and also bring the original record, which is available in their office for the perusal of the appellant. 

Contd…p-2

Appeal Case No. 3557of 2016

5.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 24.01.2017 at 11.30AM.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Dated : 28.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                Chief Information Commissioner
                        
 
Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. K.S.Gill, Advocate,

10, Rose Avenue, B/s Officer's

Colony, Ferozepur City.
……Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o S.D, College for women,

Sultanpur Lodhi.
First Appellate Authority

o/o S.D, College for women,

Sultanpur Lodhi.
…..Respondent 

Appeal Case No. 3559 of 2016

Present :  
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant.

(ii) For the respondent- Smt. Dalip Kaur, Assistant Professor-cum-APIO.

ORDER
This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 29.11.2016 vide which the respondent had sought an adjournment.

2.
A letter has been received from the appellant in the Commission vide diary no. 31880 dated 27.12.2016 mentioning therein that due to unavoidable circumstances, he is unable to attend today's hearing. 
3.
Smt. Dalip Kaur, Assistant Professor-cum-APIO is appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that she has brought the remaining information relating to point no. 1 to personally deliver it to the appellant today in the Commission, but the appellant is absent. 

4.
After going through the reply of the respondent, it is ascertained that the complete information has already been provided to the appellant by the respondent except point no.1 which she has brought the same today in the Commission.  The respondent is directed to send the same to the appellant by registered. 
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5.
In wake of above, no further cause of action is left and the instant Appeal Case is hereby, disposed of and closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-

Dated : 28.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                Chief Information Commissioner
                        
 
Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Baljit Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurmeet Singh,

Village:Ghangroli, P.O:Kulara,

Tehsil:Samana, Distt:Patiala.
……Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.
First Appellate Authority

o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.
…..Respondent 

Appeal Case No. 3553 of 2016

Present :  
(i) Sh. Baljit Singh, the appellant.



(ii) Sh. Surajpreet Singh Kang, Advocate on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 29..11.2016 vide which the respondent was directed to provide the information to the appellant as per his RTI application. 
2.
The appellant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission during the last hearing, no information has been provided to him as demanded by him in his RTI application. 

3.
Sh. Surajpreet Singh Kang, ld. counsel is appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that a short adjournment may be given to him to provide the information to the appellant according to his RTI application dated 30.06.2016.

4.
The respondent is directed to supply the information to the appellant as per his RTI application dated 30.06.2016, before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI will be initiated. 
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5.
On the request of the respondent, the matter to come up for further hearing now on 08.02.2017 at 11.30 AM. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 28.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                Chief Information Commissioner
                        
 
Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Amrit Pal Singh,

H.No.263-A/13, Gali NO.8,

Hussaine Pura, East,

Amritsar.

                                                                                                                        --------Appellant


                                                      Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Personnel Department,

Punjab Civil Sectt-1, Chandigarh.


First Appellate Authority

Personnel Department,

Punjab Civil Sectt-1, Chandigarh.



                                                                                                        -------Respondent

Appeal  Case No. 3662 of 2016

Present:-
None for the parties.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated 05.08.2016 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 01.09.2016 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 09.11.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.12.2016 in the Commission.

3.
 A letter has been received from the appellant in the Commission vide diary no. 31878 dated 27.12.2016 mentioning therein he is unable to attend today's hearing due to fever.  He further intimated that complete information has still not been provided to him by the respondent.
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4.
A letter has also been received from the respondent in the Commission vide diary no. 31067 dated 16.12.2016 mentioning therein that the information as demanded by the appellant has already been furnished to him vide letter dated 03.10.2016.

5.
The appellant is advised to go through the information and revert back to the authorities, in case of any deficiency found in the information, so provided.  On receipt of the rebuttal, the respondents are directed to remove the deficiencies before the next date of hearing.

6.
The matter to come up for further hearing now on 25.01.2017 at 11.30 AM. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Dated : 28.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                Chief Information Commissioner
                        
 
Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sunder Paul Goyal,

H.No. 201, Sector 4/D,

Mandi Gobindgarh


             





    
--------Complainant




            

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner of 

Food Safety C/o Civil Surgeon,

Mohali 

                                                                               

-------Respondents

Complaint Case No. 1409 of 2016

Present :  
 (i) None is present on behalf of the complainant 


(ii) Smt. Nisha Juneja, Food Safety Officer-cum-PIO o/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana on behalf of the respondent


ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 21.11.2016 vide which a show cause notice was issued to Smt. Nisha Juneja, Food Safety Officer, Ludhiana.

2.
The complainant is absent without any intimation to the Commission.  He was absent even on the last hearing also.

3.
Smt. Nisha Juneja, Food Safety Officer-cum-PIO is appearing on behalf of the o/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana files reply to the show cause notice mentioning as under:-

"(i)
That the applicant applied for information under RTI to PIO, o/o The Commissioner Food Safety C/o Civil Surgeon, Mohali on 27.11.2015.

(ii)
That the application  was received by designated officer Food Safety, Ludhiana from PIO o/o The Commissioner, Food Safety C/o Civil Surgeon, Mohali which was then forwarded to by then PIO-cum-Food 
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Safety Officer Mrs. Harpreet Kaur on 24.03.2016.

(iii)
That the application was further marked to Food Clerk Sh. Harwinder Singh on 28.03.2016 under subsection (4) and (5) of Section 5 for providing relevant information being the custodian of record.

(iv)
The information furnished by Food Clerk was sent to the applicant by designated officer Food Safety, Ludhiana vide letter no. DHO/16/68 dated 31.03.2016.

(v)
Further, the applicant filed complaint to the State Information Commission, Punjab on 25.07.2016 on account of deficient information." 

It is pertinent to mention here that she was transferred and joined as Food Safety Officer at o/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana on 23.08.2016 and the application in question and the present case was handed over to her only on 06.12.2016 by Mrs. Harpreet Kaur, Ex-Food Safety Officer. This application was transferred to her only for one reason that information sought pertains to her area of responsibility.  After going through the entire case, she has written a letter to the applicant on 07.12.2016 for open inspection of all available record.  Hence there is no intention to conceal the facts or avoid responsibility on her behalf. 

4.
After hearing the respondent at length and perusal of the reply filed by the respondent, it is ascertained that the complainant filed RTI application before the Commissioner of Food Safety C/o Civil Surgeon, Mohali. Being a complaint case, the conduct of the respondent-PIO is to be seen.  Earlier, the respondent-PIO of the o/o 
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Commissioner, Food Safety, Mohali office was directed to explain his conduct as to whether they did deal with the RTI application in time or not.  They make a submission that his complaint case was related to Food Safety Officer, Ludhiana and accordingly the case was transferred to Food Safety Officer, Ludhiana o/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana.  As there has been unavoidable delay in furnishing the reply and Food Safety Officer, o/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana i.e Smt. Nisha Juneja was issued a show cause notice for the delay.   

5.
Today, during the hearing, Smt. Nisha Juneja submitting that this application was transferred to the o/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana vide letter dated 24.03.2016 and they took action immediately as per requirements in the RTI Act.

6.
The delay in this case has occurred in the o/o Commissioner, Food Safety C/o Civil Surgeon, Mohali.  The PIO o/o   Commissioner, Food Safety C/o Civil Surgeon, Mohali needs to give an explanation as to how they have dealt with the RTI application of the complainant which was received in their office on 07.11.2015 and further this application was forwarded to the Food Safety Officer o/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana.

7.
In the complaint case, the intention of the PIO is to be seen whether he/she has replied to the complainant in time or not but the perusal of the file and the conduct of the respondent has proved that he/she has not performed his/her duty as mandated by the RTI regime. Such kind of behavior of the Government servant needs to be condemned and such employees need to be taught a good lesson so that rest of the employees have a right kind of message and wake up and perform 
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their duties under the RTI Act for ensuring complete transparency and due accountability in the governance affairs of the public authorities. 

8.
Looking at the lackadaisical and highly irresponsible attitude of the respondents, Sh. Kesar Singh, Superintendent, o/o Commissioner, Food Safety C/o Civil Surgeon, Mohali is directed to show cause as to why penalty @ 250/-per day be not imposed upon him under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act for not sending the information to the complainant within the statutory period as prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005.

9.
The respondent is directed to file a written point-wise reply in this regard before the next date of hearing. 

10.
He may also make use of the next date of hearing for his personal hearing as well under the principles of natural justice and explain his conduct and status of the complainant to enable the Commission to arrive at a reasonable/logical conclusion in the matter.

11.
Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply as filed by Smt. Nisha Juneja, Food Safety Officer, Ludhiana is found satisfactory and she is exempted from further appearances. 

12.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 08.02.2017 at 11.30 AM. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 



Sd/-

Dated : 28.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                Chief Information Commissioner
                        
 
Punjab

Through registered post

CC: 
Sh. Kesar Singh, Superintendent o/o Commissioner, Food Safety, C/o Civil Surgeon,
Near Civil Hospital, Mohali.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Saroop Singh,

S/o SH. Harbans Singh,

Village: Mahalla, P.O: Kang,

Distt:Tarn Taran.

             






    
--------Complainant




            

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Mohali.
                                                                             



-------Respondents

Complaint Case No.  1855 of 2016

Present :  
 (i) None is present on behalf of the complainant.


(ii) Sh. Tarsem Singh Mittal, the PIO

ORDER


The RTI application is dated 12.09.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 25.10.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 28.12.2016 in the Commission.

 3.
The complainant is absent without any intimation to the Commission. 

4.
Sh. Tarsem Singh Mittal, PIO is appearing in person and files reply to the Notice of the Commission mentioning therein that the information as demanded by the complainant does not relate to their office.  It might be relating to the o/o GMADA or PSIC, Punjab.  He further states that he has brought the copy of the same to personally deliver it to the complainant today in the Commission but the complainant is absent.
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5.
The attention of the complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787 – 10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner and Another Vs. State of Manipur and Another (arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010) wherein it has been held that while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who  has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (section 18 (1)(b)} or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)).

6.
The complainant is, therefore, advised to file afresh RTI application with the concerned authorities to seek the information.  The respondent is directed to send the reply to the complainant within two days by registered post.


7.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left in the                                                                           instant Complaint Case, which is hereby, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Dated : 28.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                Chief Information Commissioner
                        
 
Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, s/o Shri Khet Pal,

House No. 8, Ward no. 14,

Green Avenue, Ahmedgarh, District Sangrur

                                                                                                                --------Complainant


                                              Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Markfed , Ludhiana 


                                                                                                     -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1401 of 2016

Present:-
None for the parties.
ORDER

      This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 21.11.2016 vide which, the orders dated 05.10.2016 regarding show cause notice was handed over to Sh. Narinder Pal Singh Brar, District Manager, O/o Markfed, Ludhiana to file his written reply in this regard. 
2.
A letter has been received  from the complainant in the Commission vide letter no. 31469 dated 21.12.2016 that he is unable to attend today's hearing and has sought an adjournment.
3.
The respondent-PIO is also absent without any intimation to the Commission.  He has also not filed any reply to the show cause notice, which shows that he has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.

4.
The attention of the complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787 – 10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner and Another Vs. State of Manipur and Another 
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(arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010) wherein it has been held that while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who  has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (section 18 (1)(b)} or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)).

5.
In the complaint case, the intention of the PIO is to be seen whether he has replied to the complainant in time or not but the perusal of the file and the conduct of the respondent has proved that he has not performed his duty as mandated by the RTI regime. Such kind of behavior of the Government servant needs to be condemned and such employees need to be taught a good lesson so that rest of the employees have a right kind of message and wake up and perform their duties under the RTI Act for ensuring complete transparency and due accountability in the governance affairs of the public authorities. 

6.
 Last opportunity is given to Sh. Narinder Pal Singh Brar, District Manager, O/o Markfed, Ludhiana to avail opportunity of personal hearing, failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing else to say and matter shall be proceeded ex-parte against him. 
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7.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 08.02.2017 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Dated : 28.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                Chief Information Commissioner
                        
 
Punjab

Through registered post
CC: 
Sh. Narinder Pal Singh Brar, District Manager, O/o Markfed, Ludhiana
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Darshan Singh, Retd. Principal,

VPO: Tutomazara, Distt:Hoshiarpur.
……Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o D.G.P. Punjab.

Punjab Police Headquarter, Sector 9

Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority

o/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,(Admn),

Punjab Police, Chandigarh. 

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case No. 3613 of 2016
Present :  
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant.

(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Parshotam Singh, Head Constable.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 10.06.2016 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 13.07.2016 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 21.10.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.12.2016 in the Commission.
3.
A letter has been received from the appellant in the Commission vide diary no. 31399 dated 20.12.2016 mentioning therein that due to his serious accident, he is unable to attend today's hearing and has requested to exempt from further appearance.

4.
Sh. Parshotam Singh, Head Constable is appearing on behalf of the respondent and files reply to the Notice of the Commission mentioning therein that 
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the information has already been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 16.09.2016 

and again vide letter dated 25.11.2016.  He further states that no response has been received from the appellant in this regard.

5.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to file rebuttal, if any, he finds in the information provided to the respondent within ten days from today with a copy to the Commission, failing which it will be presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided by the respondent and does not want to pursue his case further more. 

6.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 08.02.2017 at 11.30AM.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Dated : 28.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                Chief Information Commissioner
                        
 
Punjab

