STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

RED CROSS BHAWAN, MADHYA MARG, SECTOR – 16, 

(NEXT TO ROSE GARDEN), CHANDIGARH
Tel No. 0172-2864116, Fax No. 0172-2864125, 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com; Email: scic@punjabmail.gov.in;  

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 70 OF 2017 

Smt. Bimla Devi w/o Sh. Om Parkash,

R/o # 13936, Street No. 3, 

Dhibar Colony, Bathinda.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, (Public Health),
Water Supply & Sanitation, Division No.2,

Model Town, Bhagu Road, Bathinda.

...Respondent

PRESENT:
Ms. Jyoti is present on behalf of the complainant.


None is present on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 31.08.2017.


Ms. Jyoti appears on behalf of the complainant and states that no information has been provided to the complainant by the respondent till date.  


Neither the Respondent PIO is present for today’s hearing nor has filed any written reply in this regard. 


After perusal of the record available in the case, it is found that Hearing Notice & Show Cause Notice has inadvertently been sent to PIO O/o Executive Engineer, Water Supply & Sanitation, Division No. 5, Bathinda instead of the Public Information Officer O/o Executive Engineer, (Public Health) Water Supply & Sanitation, Division No. 2, Model Town, Bhagu Road, Bathinda by the Commission.


In view of the above hearing, fresh Hearing Notice be issued to the Public Information Officer O/o Executive Engineer, (Public Health) Water Supply & Sanitation, Division No. 2, Model Town, Bhagu Road, Bathinda.


The case is adjourned for 13.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

01.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO. 108 OF 2017 

Sh. Karamjit Singh 

S/o Sh. Gurmukh Singh,

Village Kotla, Tehsil Samrala, 

District Ludhiana.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S), 

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (S), 

Ludhiana.

...Respondent

PRESENT :  
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Jeevan Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 31.08.2017. 


The appellant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 


Sh. Jeevan Singh, APIO appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and submits the requisite information during the hearing, before the Commission, which is taken on record. 


The respondent is directed to supply the same to the appellant by registered post, before the next date of hearing. The appellant is advised to point out the deficiencies in writing in the provided information to the respondent within 10 days and the respondent is directed to remove the same, before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. 


The case is adjourned for 13.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

01.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  632 OF 2016

Sh. Sukhdyal,

S/o SH. Hari Chand,

R/o Wasan Mohan Ke (Gol Ke Mod),

Tehsil: Gurharshai, Distt: Ferozepur.

                   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Ferozepur.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,,

Fazilka.



                    …Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the complainant.


HC Jaspal Singh o/o SSP, Ferozepur on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 04.09.2017. 


The complainant is absent for today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission and he was also absent on 04.09.2017.

HC Jaspal Singh is appearing on behalf of the o/o SSP, Ferozepur and states that the information which has sought by the complainant is a third party information and reply has already been conveyed to the complainant vide letter no. 284/R.T.I.-1, dated: 06.05.2017, which is taken on record and he further submits that no observations on the provided information have been received from the complainant. 

The perusal of RTI application reveals that there is some sort of personal issue of Complainant with HC Devi Lal and HC Devi Lal has given a written request to the SSP, Ferozepur that his personal information should not be disclosed to the complainant.


In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) - Chief Information Commissioner and another Vs. State of Manipur and another, in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, 
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.  632 OF 2017

The Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.


Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. 


In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.


If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the observations noted above, instant complaint case is closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

01.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 634  OF 2017

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

S/o Sh. Surjeet Singh,

Village: Gaushala, P.O: Sehomajra,

Tehsil and Distt: Ropar.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Roopnagar.

...Respondent

PRESENT:
Sh. Gurcharan Singh, the complainant.


Sh. Baldev Singh, Assistant Registrar -cum- PIO.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 04.09.2017. 


The complainant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the respondent till date.


Sh. Baldev Singh, Assistant Registrar O/o Cooperative Societies, Ropar appears and hands over the requisite information to the complainant.


After going through the information, the complainant states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO.


The Respondent - PIO states that the complainant can visit the office of the Respondent on any working day and get the information. 


In view of the above, the Respondent - PIO is directed to provide the information which will be specified by the complainant after the inspection related to his RTI application.


In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) - Chief Information Commissioner and another Vs. State of Manipur and another, in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, 
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.  634 OF 2017

The Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.


Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. 


In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.


If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the observations noted above, instant complaint case is closed and disposed off.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

01.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner
COMPLAINT CASE NO.  666 OF 2017

Sh. Pritam Singh S/o Sh. Sucha Singh,

Sirki Bazar, Ward No. 24,

Ferozepur City-152002

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur. 

…Respondent

PRESENT: 
S. Pritam Singh, Complainant.

HC Jaspal Singh, PS City Ferozepur for the Respondent – PIO.  
ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 05.09.2017. 


The complainant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the respondent till date.


HC Jaspal Singh O/o PS City Ferozepur appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the reply of the RTI application has already been given to the complainant and he further states that no information is available in the official record.  


In view of the above hearing, the respondent is directed to bring the original record relating to the RTI application of the complainant, on the next date of hearing, failing which action under section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated.   

The case is adjourned for 13.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

01.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  1263 OF 2017
Sh. Gurbaksh Singh,

S/o Sh. Phaga Singh,

Mohalla Sath Rangra,

Sultanpur Lodhi, Kapurthala.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

S.C.O. No. 119-120, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh-160017
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

S.C.O. No. 119-120, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh-160017
…Respondent

PRESENT:
Sh. Gurbaksh Singh, Appellant


Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Manager Establishment and H.S. Bhatia, 

on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and Ms. Jaspreet Kaur, 

Technical Asstt. O/o District Warehouse Corp., Moga. 
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 05.09.2017.


Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Manager Establishment -cum- PIO appears and hands over the remaining information to the appellant during the hearing. 

The appellant appears and after going through the provided information acknowledges in writing that he is satisfied with the provided information. 


In view of the above and perusal of the record, as available in the case file, it is ascertained that the respondent has supplied the information to the appellant with which the appellant is satisfied. The appellant has acknowledged in writing that he is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close the case. 


Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided to him by the respondent. Therefore, no further cause of action is left in the instant Appeal Case which is, hereby, closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

01.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

Regd. Copy:


The Manager Establishment,


Punjab Warehousing Corporation,


S.C.O. No. 74-75, Sector-17-B, 


Chandigarh.

APPEAL CASE NO.  1265 OF 2017
Sh. Gurbaksh Singh,

S/o Sh. Phaga Singh,

Mohalla Sath Rangra,

Sultanpur Lodhi, Kapurthala.


…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

S.C.O. No. 119-120, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh-160017
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

S.C.O. No. 119-120, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh-160017


                    …Respondent

PRESENT:
Sh. Gurbaksh Singh, Appellant


Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Manager Establishment and H.S. Bhatia, 

on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and 
Ms. Jaspreet Kaur, 
Technical Asstt. O/o District Warehouse Corp., Moga. 
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 05.09.2017.


Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Manager Establishment -cum- PIO appears and hands over the remaining information to the appellant during the hearing. 

The appellant appears and after going through the provided information states that this information is not relevant with his RTI application. 


The respondent further states that the information, which was available in the office record has been provided to the appellant and there is no other information is available in the official record. 


The Respondent is directed to provide the remaining information to the appellant, if there is no information then file an affidavit stating that whatever information was available with the respondent has already been supplied to the appellant and no other information is left to be supplied, on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


The case is adjourned for 12.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

01.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

Regd. Copy:


The Manager Establishment,


Punjab Warehousing Corporation,


S.C.O. No. 74-75, Sector-17-B, 


Chandigarh.

APPEAL CASE NO.  1270 OF 2017
Sh. Gurbaksh Singh,

S/o Sh. Phaga Singh,

Mohalla Sath Rangra,

Sultanpur Lodhi, Kapurthala.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

S.C.O. No. 119-120, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh-160017
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

S.C.O. No. 119-120, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh-160017
…Respondent

PRESENT:
Sh. Gurbaksh Singh, Appellant


Sh. H.S. Bhatia, ASTO on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and 

Ms. Jaspreet Kaur, Technical Asstt. O/o District Warehouse Corp., 


Moga. 
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 05.09.2017.


Sh. H.S. Bhatia, ASTO appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and hands over the remaining information to the appellant during the hearing. 

The appellant appears and after going through the provided information acknowledges in writing that he is satisfied with the provided information. 


In view of the above and perusal of the record, as available in the case file, it is ascertained that the respondent has supplied the information to the appellant with which the appellant is satisfied. The appellant has acknowledged in writing that he is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close the case. 


Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided to him by the respondent. Therefore, no further cause of action is left in the instant Appeal Case which is, hereby, closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

01.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner
APPEAL CASE NO.  1344 OF 2017
Advocate Naresh Devgan Sharma,

Chamber No. 7022/2, District Courts,

Ludhiana.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Judicial Magistrate,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Judicial Magistrate,

Ludhiana.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
Adv Naresh Devgan Sharma, Appellant. 


None is present on behalf of the Respondent - PIO. 

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 31.08.2017.

The appellant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Neither the Respondent PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  

The Respondent is again directed to file the point wise reply on the RTI application of the appellant, on the next date of hearing, failing which action u/s 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated, before the next date of hearing. 


As far as the information is concerned that, no information has been supplied to the appellant and he has suffered lot of detriments to attend the hearings in the Commission for getting the complete information. HHhhHence, compensation of Rs. 2500/- (Rupees Two Thousand Five Hundred Only) is awarded to the appellant, Adv Naresh Devgan Sharma. The compensation shall be paid by public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft  in the name of Adv Naresh Devgan Sharma. The crossed cheque/Demand Draft shall be made from the bank account of public authority concerned and not from the individual official.
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APPEAL CASE NO.  1344 OF 2017                                                                                                                                     

The respondent PIO is also directed to send a copy of Cheque/Demand Draft to the Commission to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with. 


The case is adjourned for 12.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

01.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

Regd. Post: -


Sh. Sanjay Kumar, 


Former PIO/Reader,


O/o Sh. Gurmehtab Singh, JMIC, Payal,


Examiner, Copying Branch, 


Judicial Court Complex Payal, Distt. Ludhiana.
APPEAL CASE NO.  1649 OF 2017

Sh. Kulwant Singh Sahota S/o Sh. Kamikar Singh,

House No. 2396/65, Near Khalsa High School (Boys),

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.
…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supply Controller,
Corporation Office, Sharabha Nagar, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o District Food & Supply Controller,
Corporation Office, Sharabha Nagar, Ludhiana. 

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Gurinder Singh, DFSO on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 05.09.2017.

The appellant has sent an email in the Commission vide diary no. 24765, dated: 01.11.2017 stating that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO till date.


Sh. Gurinder Singh, D.F.S.O. appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the some more time be given to him to provide the information to the appellant. 


Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission, failing which it shall be presumed that he does not want to pursue his case further and decision shall be taken on merits.

The Respondent is directed to provide the complete information to the appellant, before the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against the Respondent - PIO as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.


The case is adjourned for 12.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

01.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  1664 OF 2017

Sh. Makhan Singh S/o Thakur Dayal Singh,
C/o Singla Children Hospital,

Phagwara Road, Hoshiarpur-146001

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Auditor,

Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

Sector -34-A, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Chief Auditor,

Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

Sector -34-A, Chandigarh 

…Respondent

PRESENT:
Adv Harbans Lal Sharma is present on behalf of the Appellant.


S. Sarabjit Singh, ACA -cum- PIO & Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Supdt. -


cum- APIO.
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 05.09.2017.

Adv Harbans Lal Sharma appears on behalf of the appellant and states that incomplete information has been provided to the appellant by the Respondent - PIO. 


S. Sarabjit Singh, ACA - cum - Respondent - PIO appears and hands over the Affidavit stating that the information which was available in the office record stands provided and nothing is left. 

In view of the above, the respondent is directed to bring the original record relating with the RTI application of the appellant, on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. 


The case is adjourned for 13.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

01.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  1686 OF 2017

Sh. Kashmira Singh,

R/o Prem Basti, Gali NO. 27, 

D.C. Residence Road, Sangrur.
…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Social Security & Women 

& Child Development Department, Punjab,

S.C.O. No. 101-102, Sector-34-A, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Social Security & Women 

& Child Development Department, Punjab,

S.C.O. No. 101-102, Sector-34-A, Chandigarh. 

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Ms. Nirmal Kumari, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 05.09.2017.

The appellant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 


Ms. Nirmal Kumari, Sr. Asstt. appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and files an affidavit stating that the sought information is related with the multiple PIOs and the appellant can get it directly from the concerned department.   


After hearing the Respondent, it is ascertained that the information sought by the appellant pertained to multiple PIOs of Punjab working under the aegis of Social Security & Women & Child Development Department, Punjab. The Full Bench of State Information Commission, Punjab in Complaint Case No. 2903 of 2011 had decided vide its order dated 13.01.2012 as under:- 
(We hold that under Section 6(3) of the Act ibid the legal obligation of a PIO who receives a request for information under Section 6(1) of the Act is limited to transfer this request to only one public authority that holds the information. This obligation does not extend to transfer the request to multiple public authorities)
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APPEAL CASE NO.  1686 OF 2017 
In view of above, it is ascertained that the Appeal is devoid of merit and as such the instant Appeal Case is hereby Closed and disposed of.
 
Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

01.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  1687 OF 2017

Sh. Jagdish Singh S/o Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

Ward No. 13, Gurmukh Colony,

Samana, Distt. Patiala-147101.
…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Food Supply Officer,

Samana, Distt. Patiala. 

First Appellate Authority,
O/o District Food  Supply Officer,

Patiala.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Gurpreet Singh Kang, A.F.S.O. on behalf of the PIO.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 05.09.2017.

The appellant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission and he was also not present on last date of hearing. 


Sh. Gurpreet Singh, A.F.S.O. appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that requisite information has already been sent to the appellant by registered post on 27.10.2017. 

The appellant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the provided information within a week to the Respondent - PIO with a copy to the Commission. 


One more opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission, failing which it will be presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided and does not want to pursue his case and decision shall be taken on merits.  


The case is adjourned for 14.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

01.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  2833 OF 2016

Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

R/o H.NO.388/3, Bahera Road,

Patiala.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Nigam,

Patiala.

First Appellate authority

O/o Nagar Nigam,

Patiala.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
Sh. Manjit Singh, the appellant. 


None is present on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 04.09.2017.

Sh. Manjit Singh appears and states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Neither the Respondent PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  

In view of the above, the respondent is directed to bring the original record relating with the RTI application of the appellant, on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. 


The case is adjourned for 14.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

01.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  4212 OF 2016
Advocate Naresh Devgan Sharma,

Chamber No. 7022/2, District Courts,

Ludhiana. 

Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Judicial Magistrate,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Judicial Magistrate,

Ludhiana.

Respondent

PRESENT:
Adv Naresh Devgan Sharma, Appellant. 


None is present on behalf of the Respondent - PIO. 

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 31.08.2017.

The appellant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Neither the Respondent PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  

The Respondent is again directed to file the point wise reply on the RTI application of the appellant, on the next date of hearing, failing which action u/s 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated, before the next date of hearing. 


As far as the information is concerned that, no information has been supplied to the appellant and he has suffered lot of detriments to attend the hearings in the Commission for getting the complete information. HHhhHence, compensation of Rs. 2500/- (Rupees Two Thousand Five Hundred Only) is awarded to the appellant, Adv Naresh Devgan Sharma. The compensation shall be paid by public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft  in the name of Adv Naresh Devgan Sharma. The crossed cheque/Demand Draft shall be made from the bank account of public authority concerned and not from the individual official.
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APPEAL CASE NO.  4212 OF 2016


The respondent PIO is also directed to send a copy of Cheque/Demand Draft to the Commission to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with. 


The case is adjourned for 12.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

01.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

Regd. Post: -


Sh. Sanjay Kumar, 


Former PIO/Reader,


O/o Sh. Gurmehtab Singh, JMIC, Payal,


Examiner, Copying Branch, 


Judicial Court Complex Payal, Distt. Ludhiana.
