STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Anil Sandhir,

H.No.2994, HIG Phase 1,

Dugri, Ludhiana.








…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal SDC Government College,

 Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Principal SDC Government College,


 Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3390 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the  Appellant.
Shri Prabhjot Singh Sachdeva, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.
 


Shri  Anil Sandhir  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 09-09-2014 ,      addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 8  points in respect of staff  members of the College. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  09-10-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  11-11-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 13-11-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.02.2015.
3.

On 19.02.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents made  a written submission, which  was  taken on record. He submitted that the information was 
supplied to the appellant on 01.10.2014. He further submitted  that some deficiencies were point out by the appellant on  09.10.2014 and   after removing the deficiencies, complete information was supplied to him 12.11.2014. Accordingly, the appellant was 
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directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 29.04.2015.

4.

On 29.04.2015,  the appellant informed  that the  information on 4 points was  still pending. Ld. Counsel for the respondents  informed   that the Almirah in which this information  was  lying  was locked and the keys of the Almirah were  with the appellant.  He further informed  that a Committee with the approval of D.P.I.  would  be formed to open the Almirah in the presence of the Appellant. He assured  that as and when the almirah was  opened, the information on 4 points would  be provided to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 21.07.2015.
5.

On 21.07.2015,  the appellant submitted   that the information regarding Points No. 1 to 4 and 5  was  still pending which might be got supplied to him. He further submitted  that he had  written to the Principal  vide letter dated 17.07.2015 that the Almirah might  be opened by the Committee and a list might  be prepared of the documents present in the Almirah,  a copy of which might also  be provided to him. He submitted  a copy of the said letter, which was  taken on record. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents makes a written submission dated   02.09.2015 from the Respondent PIO, which is taken on record. Vide the written submission,  it has been informed that a Committee was formed for taking required action with regard to this matter and as per the directions issued by  the Hon’ble Commission on 21.07.2015, a meeting of the Committee was held on 18.08.2015 and after considering all legal aspects of the present matter, it was  absorbed that prior permission of DPI/Govt. is required for opening of Almirah to avoid further complications and accordingly, permission/instructions  have  been sought by the Respondent- PIO from DPI vide letter No. RTI/1093/94, dated 18.08.2015 to proceed further in the matter.   Ld. Counsel for the respondents seeks  some more time to enable them to  take necessary action in the matter  as the permission/instructions  from the DPI  are  still awaited. He requests for adjournment of the case, which is accepted. 
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7.

On the request of Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case is adjourned to  28.10.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing  in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.   
 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
8.

After the hearing is over, Shri Anil Sandhir, appellant, appears before the Commission at 2.00 P.M. since he was not aware of change in court time as he had not received orders of the last date of hearing. Accordingly, he is apprised of the proceedings  of the Court taken place during hearing.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Ujagar Singh,

Street No. 01, Mann Colony,

Near Baba Mukand Singh Senior

Secondary School, Daba, 

District: Ludhiana.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Barnala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Barnala.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1177 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Ujagar Singh,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Anil Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Ujagar Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 29.12.2014, addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on a complaint dated 11.07.2013 against District Development and Panchayat Officer, Barnala. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  31.01.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  07.04.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 24.06.2015.

3.

On 24.06.2015,  the respondent informed  that requisite information had  been sent to the appellant on 30.01.2015. A letter dated 24.06.2015 was  received from the appellant through e-mail informing that he  was  unable to attend hearing  due to ill health of his father. He  requested to adjourn  the case to some other day. Accordingly, 
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the appellant   was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided 

information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 23.07.2015.
4.

A letter dated 22.07.2015 was  received through e-mail  from the appellant informing that he  was  unable to attend hearing as his father had  expired. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. The respondent informed  that the sought information had  already been supplied to the appellant. Since the appellant was not present, the respondent  was  directed to send one more copy of the information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant informs that the information provided regarding Point No. 1 is incomplete whereas no information has been supplied regarding Points No. 2, 3 and 4. He further informs that he has sent  the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. Shri Anil Kumar, Clerk, appearing on behalf of the respondents, is unable to explain the position of the case as he is totally unfamiliar  with the facts of the case. Accordingly, it is directed that an official,  not below the rank of APIO,   should be deputed to attend the hearing and he should be fully conversant with the facts of the case.   Besides, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant  in the light of the deficiencies pointed out by him, before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action will be initiated against him.
6.

Adjourned to  21.10.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing  in court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Bharat Bhushan,

S/o Raj Kumar Khullar,

Gali No.2, Indra Colony, Pathankot-145001.



…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Government Middle School,

Jiani Nichli, Block Dhar – 2,

District: Pathankot- 145001.

2.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Government Primary  School,

Jiani Nichli, Block Dhar – 2,

District: Pathankot- 145001.

3.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o  District Education Officer, (Elementary), 

Pathankot-145001.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 981 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Bharat Bhushan,  Appellant, in person.

None  on behalf of the   respondents. 

Shri Bharat Bhushan,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 12.01.2015,   addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding grants received for Civil Works and expenditure incurred by Government Middle School, Jiani Nichli, Block Dhar-II alongwith copies of Vouchers.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  16.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application 

dated  13.03.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which 

was received in the Commission on 16.03.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.06.2015.

3.

On 17.06.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been 
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supplied to him as yet. None  was present on behalf of the respondent nor any 
intimation had been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be taken against him. The case was adjourned to 28.07.2015.
4.

On 28.07.2015,   Smt. Seema  Kumari,  Incharge Government Primary School, Jiani Nichli,  appearing on behalf of the   respondents, informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that provided information  was  incomplete.  Accordingly, the appellant  was   directed to send deficiencies, in the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission and the PIO  was  directed to supply information after removing the deficiencies, which would  be sent to them by the appellant in due course  of time. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant informs that he has sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO but complete information has not been supplied to him till date. None is present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation. Viewing the callous and lackadaisical approach being adopted by the PIO  in this  case, he is  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 

6.

Besides, Shri Jarnail Singh, D.E.O.(E) Pathankot is directed to ensure the compliance of the orders. He is also directed to explain the status of the provided information vis-à-vis the reasons for delay in the supply of information, in person, on the next date of hearing.
7.

Adjourned to  28.10.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing  in Court  No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.  









             Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Jarnail Singh,





REGISTERED

District Education Officer(EE), Pathankot.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bharat Bhushan Khullar,

Gali No.2,Indra Colony,

Pathankot-145001.








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Incharge Primary School,

Mamial, Block Pathankot-1,

 Pathankot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer (E), 


Pathankot.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 372 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri Bharat Bhushan Khullar, Appellant, in person.

None for  the respondents.


Shri  Bharat Bhushan Khullar  vide an RTI application dated  05-11-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding grant received for Civil Works By Government Primary School, Mamial P.O. Ghrota, District: Pathankot.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  24-12-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 12-01-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-01-2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.04.2015.

3.

On 22.04.2015,  the respondent informed  that the dates mentioned in the RTI application were  not in order due to which the information had not been supplied to  
Contd…..p/2

AC- 372 of 2015   



-2- 
the appellant. After hearing both the parties, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete 
information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 07.05.2015. 
4.

On 07.05.2015,  the respondent handed  over information to the appellant in the court. After perusing the information, the appellant informed  that he was not satisfied as the information was  incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant was  

directed to send his observations on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information in view of the observations,  which would  be submitted  by  the appellant in due course. The case was adjourned to 17.06.2015.

5.

On 17.06.2015, the respondent informed  that the requisite information had  already been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that the provided information was  incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to submit the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission within 10  days and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned to 28.07.2015.
6.

On 28.07.2015,  the appellant informed  that he had  sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO on 27.06.2015 and thereafter                                                                                          no information had  been supplied to him as yet. The respondent was  not present. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity was afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the appellant  after removing the deficiencies, pointed out him, before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action as per the  provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

Today, the appellant informs that complete information has not been supplied to him as yet. None is present on behalf of the respondent during second consecutive hearing without any intimation. Viewing the callous and lackadaisical approach being adopted by the PIO  in this  case, he is  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action 
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under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
8.

Besides, Shri Jarnail Singh, D.E.O.(E) Pathankot is directed to ensure the compliance of the orders. He is also directed to explain the status of the provided information vis-à-vis the reasons for delay in the supply of information, in person, on the next date of hearing.
9.

Adjourned to  28.10.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing  in Court  No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 








          Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Jarnail Singh,





REGISTERED
District Education Officer(EE),



Pathankot.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Rajinder Singh,

Village Mamiyal, P.O.: Gharota,

Tehsil & District: Pathankot-143533.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Education Officer (E),

Pathankot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o  District Education Officer (E),

Pathankot.






………Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 948 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Rajinder Singh,  Appellant, in person.

None for the respondents. 
Shri  Rajinder Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24.01.2015, addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding SMC Committees of Government Primary School Mamial, Block Pathankot-1 alongwith photo copies of resolutions.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 26.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  10.03.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  13.03.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.06.2015.

3.

On 17.06.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him so far. A perusal of case file revealed  that notice of hearing in this case 
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had  been inadvertently sent  to D.E.O.(S) Pathankot. Then a copy of the order 

alongwith  copy of RTI application,  was sent to  D.E.O.(E) Pathankot with the directions that requisite information be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 28.07.2015.
4.

On 28.07.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him so far. None was  present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today again, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him till date. None is present on behalf of the respondents during third consecutive hearing. Viewing the callous and lackadaisical approach being adopted by the respondent in this case,  seriously, the PIO is issued a Show-Cause Notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, to explain in writing through  a duly attested  affidavit, on the next date of hearing as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day,  subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and also as  to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. He is also afforded an opportunity of personal  hearing, on the next date of hearing,  before taking any action against him.  
6.

Adjourned to  28.10.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing  in Court  No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
