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Roshan Lal S/o Sh. Dev Raj,

R/o Village Bilga,

Patti Bhatti, Tehsil Phillaur,

District  Jalandhar.



      


     ….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nurmahal,  Distt.  Jalandhar.




                …... Respondent

CC No.  2226 of 2008

ORDER

Present :   
 None for the  Complainant.


 Representative, Mr. Jaspal Singh, Supdtt., for the  Respondent.





    ----- 




The requisite information has been supplied to the  Complainant. Acknowledgement receipts are taken on record alongwith an affidavit by the B.D.P.O. concerned.


The case  is, thus, disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.
Dated,  December  12, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Pritam Kaur,

House No. 57-B, 

Partap Nagar, 

Patiala - 147001.
   
                                
                               …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Higher Education & Language Department, 

Govt. of  Punjab,

Mini Sectt., Sector 9, Chandigarh. 

       
                 
        …. Respondent

AC No. 361 of  2008

ORDER

Present:
Representative,  Mr. Bhagat Singh,  for the Appellant.

Representative, Mr. Mohan Singh, Supdtt., for the  Respondent.

----


The case was heard  on 07.11.2008 wherein the Appellant had sought certain information in respect of point No.02  for the year 2005-06. The representative of the Respondent says that  an appropriate reply has been given and there is nothing more on record to give to the Appellant.
2.

The Respondent is  directed  to give in writing to the Appellant that the requisite information is not available/traceable in the office record, with a compliance report to the Commission, not later than 22.12.2008.



Announced in the hearing.
The case  is, accordingly, disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.
Dated,  December  12, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bhagwan Dass Singla,

House No. 11-B, Green View,

Rajbaha Road, Patiala-147001.




        ..….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Patiala.






                    …... Respondent

CC No. 2184 of 2008

ORDER
Present:
Complainant, Mr. Bhagwan Dass Singla, in person.

Mr. Ashok Vij, APIO, for the Respondent. 

----



The requisite information stands supplied to the Complainant. However, the information relating to  part (A) of point No.1 is still  not furnished for which the  Respondent seeks some more time.
2.

The Respondent is directed to give information on point 01(A) and   consequently on point 01(B) to the Complainant not later than 29.12.2008.  
3.

This is a peculiar case where the RTI  application was made on 22.03.2007 and till today the complete information has not been provided to the Complainant. A show-cause notice under  Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, be issued  to the P.I.O. as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for delay/denial of information.  The PIO  shall file an affidavit  listing reasons for the delay/denial, not later than 29.12.2008 to the Commission. He shall be personally present at the next date of hearing alongwith  a  copy of the information sent to the  Complainant.


Announced in the hearing.



The case is adjourned to 09.01.2009 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, December 12, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Dr. Dharam Pal,

C/o Joint Director (Retd.),

Irrigation Department,

House No. 7/3, Rani Ka Bagh,

Near State Bank of India,

Amritsar.



      


        
          ….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, 

Amritsar.






                    …... Respondent

CC No. 2150 of  2008

ORDER
Present:
None for the Complainant.

Representative, Mr. Sunil Kumar, Clerk, for the Respondent. 

----



The  representative of the Respondent says  that the requisite information has been given to the Complainant, free of cost, vide letter No. 5019, dated 11.12.2008.


The case is, thus, disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner

Dated, December 12, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

D.S. Monga, 
House No. 1/60, 

Gali Service Stationwali,

Heera Singh Nagar, 

Kotkapura, District Faridkot.

      


        
           ….Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

SAS Nagar, (Mohali)





                    …... Respondent

AC No. 448 of 2008

ORDER
Present:
Advocate, Mr. Harish Bhardwaj, for the Appellant.

Representative, Mr. Baljit Walia, Superintendent, for the Respondent. 

----



The Respondent  has supplied the requisite information on points 5 – 10 to the Appellant. The  representative of the Appellant wishes to study the same. He may do so and point out deficiencies, if any, in writing, to the PIO, GMADA, not later than 15.12.2008.
2.

The Respondent is directed  to address the same.



Announced in the hearing.


The case is adjourned to 29.12.2008 at 2.00 PM. (Monday) in the court  No.02, SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.
Dated,  December 12, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sarwan Singh,

S/o S. Charan Singh, C/o Piara Singh,

House No. NB 126, 127,

Preet Nagar, Sodal Road, 

Jalandhar.



      


        
               ….Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Jalandhar City.





                    …... Respondent

AC No. 458 of 2008

ORDER
Present:
Mr. Sarwan Singh,  Appellant, in person.

Mr. Harmesh Kumar, PIO, for the Respondent. 

----



The requisite information stands supplied.  Only the  particulars of serial No.03 are left to be supplied.  The PIO says that the same will be sent to the  Appellant within a week.
2.

I direct that the  same  be sent  to the Appellant  with  a compliance report to the Commission.



The case is, accordingly, disposed of and closed. 


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.
Dated, December 12, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Dr. Satya Nand Sharma,

S/o Late Baij Nath Sharma,

R/o 362, New State Bank Colony,

Race Course Road,

Amritsar.






      
          ….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.






                    …... Respondent

CC No. 2175 of 2008

ORDER
Present:
None for the Complainant.
Representative, Mr. Sunil Kumar, Clerk, for the Respondent. 
----



The requisite information stands supplied  to the Complainant.  The Respondent also submits a copy of the information supplied which  has been acknowledged by the Complainant.


The case is, thus, disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.
Dated, December 12, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.                             


                              
         …..Appellant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer, 

PWD (B & R) Branch, Provincial Division,

Near Bus Stand, Gurdaspur.

         
 


       ……Respondent
AC No. 515  of  2008
ORDER
Present:
None for the Appellant.
Representative, Mr. Harjinder Singh, SDE, for the Respondent. 

----



Representative of the Respondent submits, in writing, that in response to  Appellant’s  RTI request for information on 07 points, dated 24.07.2008, the information  was sent vide letter No.1654, dated 29.08.2008.  Consequent to this, a letter was sent to the Appellant (No.2819, dated 21.11.2008) wherein he was  informed that “ to compile  such information is a project  and it is time consuming process” and that the Appellant may depute an authorized person to inspect record and to also pay the requisite fee to obtain the information.

2.

The Respondent further avers  that the Appellant  has neither  deposited the fee nor has he availed of the offer/opportunity to inspect the record to obtain information.

3.

In fact, Section 7 of the RTI Act, 2005 provides that the information  shall be supplied on payment of the prescribed fee. The fee is prescribed by the Punjab Govt. for the state in the rules framed under section 27 of the Act. For these reasons the Respondent is well within his right to insist that the information shall be provided only if the prescribed fee is deposited by the Appellant.  As  per the  Respondent, no fee has  been  deposited   by the  Appellant  so far.
4.

The Appellant has today (12.12.2008) sent a FAX stating that he is unable to attend court  “due to marriage of some close friend.”
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5.

From the perusal of the case file and from oral and written averments by the  Respondent, it reveals  that enough opportunity has been given to the Appellant to take the information by depositing the fee/inspecting the record. The Appellant has, however, failed to do so. 
6.

In view of the foregoing, the case is closed and disposed of.


Announced in the hearing.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.

Dated, December 12, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sunil Subory,

General Secretary of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.                             


                               …..Appellant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Circle,

Patiala




 


       ……Respondent
AC No. 513  of  2008
ORDER
Present:
None for the  Appellant.
Representative, Mr. Shiv Kumar Sharma, Supdtt., for the Respondent. 

----



The Respondent, vide his letter No. 6429,  dated 02.12.2008, which is taken on record, to the PSIC, states that “from the perusal  of applicant letter, it is not clear that information of  which division / town is required by him.”  Also  that the Appellant may be requested  to send the application to the PIO/APIO concerned. The PIO is concerned XEN of the Division and APIO is concerned SDE of the Sub - Division. 2.

A copy of this letter  has also been endorsed to the Appellant.
3.

There is a FAX message from the  Appellant, dated 12.12.2008, that he      can not attend the court today.
4.

The Appellant, if he wishes to, may file a fresh application  to the PIO/APIO concerned specifying the  division/town about which he seeks information.
5.

As for this case is concerned, it is disposed of and closed.




Announced in the hearing.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.

Dated, December 12, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.                             


                              
         …..Appellant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer, 

Construction Division, PWD (B & R) Branch, 

Near Kali Mata Mandir, Pathankot         
 


       ……Respondent
AC No. 514 of 2008
ORDER
Present:
None for the  Appellant.
Representative, Mr. Ashwani Kumar, Road Inspector, for the Respondent. 

----



The requisite information has been sent to the Appellant vide  letter No.2578, dated 28.11.2008.  

2.

The Appellant vide his FAX message dated 12.12.2008 seeks time to study the same. One last opportunity is given to the Appellant to submit his observations/deficiencies/comments, if any, in writing, to the PIO concerned not later than 31.12.2008.  
3.

The  Respondent  is directed to address these and provide  the  information, as and if it exists on record, to the Appellant.  A compliance report be sent to the Commission, not later than 20.01.2009.



Announced in the hearing.



The case is adjourned to  30.01.2009 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.

Dated, December 12, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.                             


                                 …..Appellant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer, 

Public Health RWS Talwara


 

        ……Respondent
AC No. 549  of  2008
ORDER
Present:
None for the  Appellant.
Mr. Gurbachan Singh, XEN-cum-PIO, for the Respondent. 

----



The  Appellant had filed an application under RTI  Act on 29.07.2008 which was addressed to the Executive Engineer, Public Health (RWS), Dasuya. The Executive Engineer W/S & Sanitation (RWS) Division, Talwara, replied to the Appellant on 08.08.2008 that his letter dated 29.07.2008 has been received after being redirected  by the postal authorities to this office. He also returned the two Postal Orders to the Appellant. 
2.

Thereupon, the Appellant  sent Postal Orders  in favour of XEN Talwara.  The XEN, W/S & Sanitation(RWS) Division, Talwara wrote to the Appellant  on 25.09.2008 that  the information  sought involves a lot of record and is very  lengthy, therefore, the Appellant deposit Rs.30,000/-, in advance, and the balance before  collecting the record.  The  Respondent also gave the Appellant an opportunity to inspect the record on any working day. 
3.

Consequently, the Appellant was informed, on 27.10.2008, that he could inspect the record on 06.11.2008 between 9.30 am and 1.30 pm.  The Respondent again wrote  to the Appellant, on 19.11.2008, reminding  him  of his failure to attend the office on 06.11.2008 to inspect  the files, adding,  “it looks that you do not want to see the record.  Hence this case is closed and filed.”
4.

The Appellant filed  an Appeal with the Commission on 03.11.2008. It was listed for hearing on 12.12.2008. Today, the Respondent states that a detailed reply was  
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submitted  to the Commission on  28.11.2008; it is on record ( pages 15-16). Today, the Appellant has  sent  a FAX expressing his inability  to attend the court  “due to marriage of a close friend.”
5.

From the perusal of the file and  oral and written submissions made by the PIO-cum-XEN, O/O W/S & Sanitation (RWS) Division, Talwara,  it appears that the Appellant was given ample opportunity to either deposit the money or to inspect the  record to obtain requisite  information.
6

In fact, Section 7 of the RTI Act, 2005 provides that the information  shall be supplied on payment of the prescribed fee. The fee is prescribed by the Punjab Govt. for the state in the rules framed under section 27 of the Act. For these reasons the Respondent is well within his right to insist that the information shall be provided only if the prescribed fee is deposited by the Appellant.  As  per the  Respondent, no fee has  been  deposited  by the Appellant so far. However, the Appellant has failed to avail of either of these two opportunities.


Therefore, the appeal is dismissed.
.

Announced in the hearing.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.

Dated, December 12, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Pritam Kaur,

House No. 57-B,

Partap Nagar, Patiala.                                                           
         …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Higher Education & Language Department, 

Mini Sectt., Punjab, Chandigarh.




        ……Respondent
CC No. 2594 of 2008
ORDER
Present:
Representative, Mr. Bhagat Singh, for the  Complainant.
Representative, Mr. Mohan Singh, Supdtt., for the Respondent. 

----



The requisite information stands  supplied to the satisfaction  of the  Complainant.


Announced  in the hearing.



The case is, thus, disposed of and closed.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.

Dated, December 12, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Darshan Singh Salaria,

S/o Sh. Kunj Lal,

Village Nala (Farm House),

Post Office Gharota,

Tehsil Pathankot, District Gurdaspur 
                                            
         …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Construction Circle, PWD,

B & R Branch, Pathankot





        ……Respondent

CC No. 2460  of  2008

ORDER
Present:
None for the Complainant.
Representative, Mr. Ashwani Kumar, Road Inspector, for the Respondent. 

----



The representative of the Respondent submits a  letter No. 2697, dated 11.12.2008 which, inter alia,  states that the requisite information has  since been sent to the Complainant vide letter no. 587, dated 23.05.2008, a copy of which is taken on record.


The case  is, thus,  disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.

Dated, December 12, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Seema Mishra,

D/o Late Sh. Yog Raj Mishra,

VPO Shahpurkandi,

Tehsil Pathankot,

District Gurdaspur 145029

                              
             
 …..Appellant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer, 

Personnel Division, RSD, 

Shahpurkandi T/ship, District Gurdaspsur



        ……Respondent
AC No. 523 of 2008
ORDER
Present:
Ms  Seema Mishra, Appellant, in person.

Representative, Mr. Chander Kant, A.E., for the Respondent. 

----



The Appellant has sought information under RTI Act on 30.07.2008 from the PIO-cum-Executive Engineer, Personnel Division,  RSD, Shahpur Kandi Township.  Though  she has not specified the period for  which the information is sought, she says the information supplied to her is not complete and that it  be given  serial-number-wise, as per her RTI application. 
2.

To a question, she says, the information required is from 1995 to July, 2008. 
3.

The Appellant and the  representative of the Respondent have mutually  agreed to meet the PIO-cum-XEN, Personnel Division, RSD Shahpur Kandi on 22.12.2008 (Monday) at 11.00 a.m. 
4.

It is directed that she be shown the relevant record to identify the demanded information. Thereupon, attested photo-copies of information  be provided to her.
2.

The representative of the Respondent is directed to inform the PIO, Mr. A. K. Bharti, XEN, on telephone as well as through FAX about the  meeting on 22.12.2008. 


Announced in the hearing.



The case is adjourned to 30.01.2009 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.

Dated, December 12, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Vijay Laxami, Sr. Asstt.,

House No. T-3/573, RSD Staff Colony,

Shahpurkandi T/ship,

Tehsil Pathankot,

District Gurdaspur 145029

                              
             
 …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer, 

Personnel Division, RSD, 

Shahpurkandi T/ship, District Gurdaspsur 145029


        ……Respondent

AC No. 524  of  2008

ORDER
Present:
Ms Vijay  Laxami, Appellant, in person.

Representative, Mr. Chander Kant, Asstt. Engineer, for the Respondent. 

----



The Respondent has informed the Appellant that the examination in question was conducted by the Department of Personnel and Administrative Reforms, Chandigarh,  and that she should seek the requisite information from that PIO of the department concerned.
2.

Under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, the PIO, whom the application was addressed, should have transferred  the information  request to the public authority concerned; in  this case      the  Department of Personnel and Administrative Reforms, Chandigarh.  This has not been done.
3.

Nevertheless, the Appellant may send a fresh application  to the PIO,O/O Department of Personnel and Administrative Reforms, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, to seek the requisite information. 


Announced in the hearing.

As such, this case is disposed of and closed.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.

Dated, December 12, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054



Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sukhbir Singh Sawhney, Advocate,

Chamber No. 122, 

District Courts, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.



                              
             
 …..Appellant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Industrial Development Corporation Ltd.

Udyog Bhawan, 18, Himalaya Marg,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.





        ……Respondent
AC No. 544 of 2008
ORDER
Present:
Mr. Sukhbir Singh Sawhney, Appellant, in person.
Mr. Sanjay Ahuja, PIO, for the Respondent. 

----



The PIO admits receipt of RTI application dated 04.07.2008 but fails to give cogent reasons as to why information has not been provided till todate. His constant refrain  is that he did not get the information from the Branch concerned.  This is a case of  wilful denial of information.
2.

I direct the Respondent-PIO to give complete, attested information, as and if it exists on record, to the Appellant not later than 22.12.2008, with a copy to the Commission. 
3.

A show-cause notice be issued to the PIO  under Section 20 of Right to Information Act, 2005, why penalty be not imposed upon him for delay/denial of information. He should file his reply to the  Commission  not later than 22.12.2008.


Announced  in the hearing.



The case is adjourned to 29.12.2008 at 2.00 PM. (Monday) in  court  No. 02, SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                        State Information Commissioner.

Dated, December 12, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot




                      …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Central Works Division, PWD (B & R) Branch,

Shimla Parhi, Pathankot



          
              ……. Respondent

AC No. 509  of  2008






    ORDER



The judgement in this case was reserved on 08.12.2008.

2.

On 08.12.2008 the matter was fixed for hearing and notice of hearing for that date was sent to both the  Appellant  as well as Respondent. The Appellant did not appear on the date of hearing.  The   representative  of the Respondent  filed  written submissions.

3.

As per the written submissions, the Respondent has taken the plea that the information demanded by the Appellant  is very voluminous and that the expenditure likely to be incurred in reiterating the  information  is approximately Rs.1,01,400/-. The Respondent  states that the Appellant has been asked to deposit this amount vide letter dated 28.11.2008 so that the necessary information could be delivered. According to him, the Appellant has not deposited the  fee. Another submission made by the Respondent is that  there is short staff in his office and, therefore, such voluminous information  as demanded by the Appellant, cannot be prepared  without  disproportionately diverting the resources of the public authority.

4.

Apart from the above, the Respondent also submits  that the information demanded by the Appellant is not in public interest  but is in his own
…2 
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personal interest of blackmailing. It is submitted that ‘the Anti Corruption Council, Pathankot, is collecting information under RTI Act for his personal interest from different Govt. offices of Punjab P.W.D. B&R, Pathankot e.g. they are also collecting the same type of information from Executive Engineer, Construction Division, Punjab P.W.D. B & R Pathankot on dated 20.11.2006 & 5.2.2007 (Attached Annexure A) for ready reference.  He is also demanding same type of information  from Construction Division, Pathankot in shape of Affidavit dated 24.6.2008 & State Commission ordered for appearing in the court on dated 12.12.2008 (Annexure B attached ).’
5.

I have carefully considered the submissions raised by the  Respondent.  Insofar as  the motive behind the Appellant seeking the information is concerned, those are not relevant for the purpose of  deciding the RTI  application as is evident from a reading of Section 6(2), Right to Information Act, 2005.  Section 6(2) of the Act reads as under :-



“An applicant making request  for information shall not be 


            required to give any reason for requesting   the information or any 


 other personal details except those that may be necessary for 
   

 contacting him.”

6.

The submission regarding the disproportionate  diversion of the resources of the Respondent in supplying the information, which is voluminous, need not be gone into  at this stage in this case as much as the Respondent has  already  offered to supply the information  provided the Appellant deposits the expenditure likely to be incurred  in reiterating the information.  This amount has been quantified by the Respondent at Rs.1,01,400/-.  The Respondent submits that the Appellant has not deposited the amount and, therefore, the information cannot be supplied.  

7.

There is no appearance  on behalf of the Appellant to rebut the submissions made by the Respondent.  Section 7 of the RTI  Act, 2005 provides that the information shall be supplied on  payment of the prescribed fee.   The fee is prescribed  by  the Punjab Govt.  for the state in the rules framed under section 27 of the Act.  For these reasons the Respondent is well within his right to insist that the information shall be provided only if the prescribed fee is deposited by 
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the Appellant.  As per the material available on record the necessary fee has not been deposited.

8.

I hold that  no information can be supplied as per the application. In these circumstances, the appeal is dismissed  being without merit.  The case is, thus, disposed of.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

      (P.P.S. Gill)

        

Chandigarh,



                            State Information Commissioner.                                                 

Dated, December 12, 2008
