STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Balkar Singh,

R/O Village: Mammu Khera,

District: Fazilka.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Arniwala Sekh Suban, District: Fazilka.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,


Fazilka.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2669 of 2013     

Order

Present: 
Shri Balkar Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Guljeet Singh, Tax Collector, office of BDPO, Abohar, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri Balkar Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 16.07.2013,  addressed to PIO, office of BDPO, Arniwala  Shekh Subhan, sought certain information on  11 points with regard to grants received, resolutions passed and different works got done by  Gram Panchayat Mamu-khera.

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   24.09.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide 

application  dated 02.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 

which was received in the Commission on 09.12.2013  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.02.2014.
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3.

On 26.02.2014, the appellant stated  that some information had been 

provided to him, which was  incomplete, false and contradictory. Shri Prabhdeep Singh, 

B.D.P.O. who was  present, sought  some more time to supply the complete information to the appellant as he was  new to the post and had acute shortage of staff, which was  granted.  The B.D.P.O. was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing i.e. 07.05.2014.

4.

On 07.05.2014,  the respondent handed over information to the  appellant in the court. The appellant sought  some more time to study the provided information . The appellant  was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO under intimation to the Commission. 
Shri Prabhdeep Singh, B.D.P.O., Arniwala Sekh Suban, stated that the requisite information actually  related to Block: Abohar.  Therefore, the BDPO Abohar  was directed to transfer the relevant record relating to the instant  case to the BDPO, Arniwala Sekh Suban so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for 24.06.2014.

5.

On 24.06.2014,  the appellant stated that  the information had been supplied to him twice and both the documents were contradictory. More-over, the 

provided information  was  incorrect and incomplete. Accordingly, Shri Prabhdeep Singh, B.D.P.O., Arniwala Sekh Suiban was  directed to supply correct and complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. He  was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the actual status of the case and the reasons for supplying two contradictory documents. 
A copy each of the order  was  forwarded to Deputy Commissioner, Fazilka and District Development and Panchayat Officer, Fazilka to ensure that complete information was  supplied to the 

appellant before the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned to 06.08.2014.

6.

On 06.08.2014,  the respondent informed the Commission  that the information had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that the 
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information provided in respect of points No. 5 and 11  was  still  incomplete. 

Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days with a copy  to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 30.10.2014. 

7.

On 30.10.2014, the appellant informed  that complete information in respect of Points No. 5 and 11 had  not been supplied to him as yet.  Shri Guljeet Singh, Tax Collector, office of BDPO, Abohar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, handed  over information to the appellant. After perusing the information, the appellant informed  that the information  was  still not complete. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to point out deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. One last opportunity was  afforded to the  PIO to supply complete information  to the appellant after removing the deficiencies, which would be pointed out  by the appellant,  failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 06.01.2015.
8.

On 06.01.2015, the respondent informed  that deficiencies in the provided information had  not been furnished to them by the appellant. Accordingly, the appellant handed  over a list of deficiencies in the provided information to the respondent. The respondent was  directed to supply the remaining information in the light of the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission.
 The case was adjourned for today.
9.

Today, the respondent hands over information regarding Points No. 5 and 11 to the appellant after removing  the deficiencies pointed out by him. The appellant does not express full satisfaction. The respondent  asserts that information, available on record, has been supplied 
 to the appellant.  Accordingly, the PIO is directed to submit an affidavit to the effect that complete information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI applicable is available  with them. 

10.

The appellant submits that  the document charges amounting to Rs. 2230/- deposited by him   may be got  refunded to him as the information has been
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provided  late. He further submits that he has suffered a lot in obtaining information in the instant case and requests that a suitable compensation may be awarded to him.
11.

After hearing both the parties and in view of the facts that the information has been supplied after about 20 months and the appellant has attended 7 hearings in the Commission while travelling from District Fazilka to Chandigarh and back, it is directed that Rs. 2230/- deposited by the appellant as document charges be refunded to the appellant. Besides, in view of the loss and detriment suffered by the appellant during this long period of 20 months, I find full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005, a compensation of Rs. 3000/-(Rupees three thousand only) is awarded to Shri Balkar Singh, appellant, to be paid by the Public Authority  through a Bank Draft within 20 days.                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

12.

Adjourned to 25.03.2015   at 2.00 P.M. to be heard  in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-33-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nirbhay Singh Sidhu,

Village Kheerniyan, PO: Mushkabad,

Tehsil:  Samrala,  District Ludhiana-141114.



…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat 

Officer, Arniwala Shekh Subhan,

District Fazilka.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Block Development & Panchayat


Officer, Arniwala Sekh Subhan,


District Fazilka.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2357 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Nirbhay Singh, appellant, in person.
 Shri Manjinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri  Nirbhay Singh Sidhu, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  08-01-2014, addressed to PIO, office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Arniwala Shekh Subhan, District Fazilka,  sought certain information with regard to dimensions of boundary wall of pond  in Village: Islamwala, Block: Arniwala Shekh Subhan, District: Fazilka.
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 23-03-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  22-07-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was 
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received in the Commission on  22-07-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 29.10.2014.
3.

On 29.10.2014, the complainant informed  the Commission that some  information had  been supplied to him but some information was  still pending.   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 the remaining   information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 06.01.2015.
4.

On 06.01.2015,  a telephonic message was  received from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to ill health. He further informed that remaining  information had not  been supplied to him so far. The respondent  informed  that requisite information had  been sent  to the appellant by post. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to furnish his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

The respondent informs that information has already been supplied to the appellant. The appellant confirms it stating that he is satisfied with the provided information.
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
Shri Avtar Singh,

Village Kheri Maniya, P.O. Kaliyan

Tehsil & District:  Patiala-147001.





…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar Punjab Nursing

Registration Council

SCO No. 109, Sector: 40-C, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Registrar Punjab Nursing


Registration Council,

SCO No. 109, Sector: 40-C,  Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1269 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Baljinder Singh, on behalf of the appellant. 
Smt. Harsimrat Gill, Accountant and Smt. Sharda, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Avtar Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  11-11-2013, addressed to PIO, office of  Registrar Punjab Nursing Registration Council SCO No. 109, Sector: 40-C,Chandigarh, sought certain information on three  points regarding the officers/officials who have been promoted since 2011.

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 14-12-2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 19-3-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 20-3-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.05.2014.
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3.

On 28.05.2014, a telephonic message had been received from the
appellant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend the court due to some 
urgent domestic affairs. The respondent submitted  a letter No. PNRC/2014/3388, dated 
28.05.2014 from the PIO, which  was  taken on record. Vide this letter it had been informed  that complete information had been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. PNRC/2014/7379. Dated 

27.05.2014.  Since the appellant was  not present,   he 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 12.08.2014.

4.

On 12.08.2014, a letter No. PNRC/2014/8682, dated 08.08.2014 was  received from Smt. Charanjit Kaur Cheema, PIO, Punjab Nurses Registration Council, Chandigarh requesting for adjournment of the case to another date due to exams of GNM & ANM Courses from 07.08.2014 to 14.08.2014. On the request of the PIO, the case was adjourned to 15.10.2014.

5.

On 15.10.2014, the appellant  was  not present nor any intimation had been received from him. He was  again  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 06.01.2015.
6.

On 06.01.2015,  a telephonic message was  received from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend hearing  due to ill health. He  further informed that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. None was  present on behalf of the respondent nor any intimation had  been received from them.  Accordingly, one last opportunity  was  afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive  action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. A copy of the order was  forwarded to Registrar, Punjab Nursing Registration Council, SCO No. 109, Sector: 40-C,  Chandigarh, to ensure the compliance of the order. The case was adjourned for today.
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7.

Today, the respondent hands over requisite information to the appellant in the court. The appellant expresses satisfaction and requests that the case may be closed. 
8.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 


 






Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04.03.2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Deepak Kaushal,

H.No.163, Adarsh Colony,

Barewal Road, Ludhiana.






…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Principal, D.M.College, Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Principal D.M.College, Moga.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2935 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the  Appellant.
Prof.  S.K.Sharma, Officiating Principal and Shri Rajinder Kumar, Office Superintendent, on behalf of the respondents. 



Shri   Deepak Kaushal ,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 29-05-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certified copies of Attendance Register, pay bills, list of members of Managing Committee and resolutions to suspend him and to issue chargesheet to him. 
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  08-07-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  22-09-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23-09-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.01.2015.
3.

On 08.01.2015, the appellant informed  that the PIO had  refused to supply the information.  Prof.  S.K.Sharma, Officiating Principal, informed  that an inquiry in the matter  was  in progress and therefore the information, sought for by the 
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appellant,  could not  be supplied to him. Consequently, the sought information was discussed in detail. After discussing the matter at length, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Prof.  S.K.Sharma, Officiating Principal, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submits a letter dated 03.03.2015 informing the Commission that requisite information has been sent to the appellant by registered post on 28.02.2015. He has attached copies of provided information with the said letter, which are  taken on record. 
5.

A telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill  health of his mother. He has further informed that the provided information is incomplete. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
6.

On the request of the appellant, the case is adjourned to 13.05.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard  in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-33-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Visakha Singh S/o Tara Singh,

V&PO:  Lalbai, Tehsil: Gidderbaha,

District:  Sri Muktsar Sahib.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjabi University, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Punjabi University, 
Patiala. 



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2942 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Visakha Singh,  Appellant, in person.
Dr. B. M. Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents. 



Shri  Visakha Singh,   Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  06-06-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 3 points regarding recruitment made against 200 posts of Peons through Advertisement No. 1605/DPR dated 20.06.2012. 
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   24-07-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  18-09-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  22-09-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.01.2015.
3.

On 08.01.2015, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed that some  information had been  supplied to the appellant and some other information had not 
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 been supplied under Section 8(1)(g) of RTI Act 2005. The appellant informed  that provided information  was  incomplete. Consequently, the sought information was  discussed in detail in the court. After hearing both the parties, the PIO  was   directed that complete information, as asked for by the appellant, be supplied to the appellant as it exists  in the office domain of the University, failing   which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today. 
4.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs that reply has been sent to the appellant. The appellant informs that information provided is still incomplete. After discussing the matter at length, the PIO is directed to supply complete information regarding selected candidates to the appellant without the particulars of members of Selection Committee. 
5.

Adjourned to  06.05.2015  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard  in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-33-34(First Floor), Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Surinder Gupta,

26/12,Janta Nagar, Rampura Phul,

District Bathinda.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, DAV College, Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal, DAV College, Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda.
…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 256 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
 Shri Siddharth Gupta, Advocate,  on behalf of the appellant. 

Shri Varesh Gupta, Officiating Principal, D.A.V. College Bathinda and Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Surinder Gupta, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 16.10.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Principal, DAV College, Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda,  sought following  information on two points:-

“ 1.
Certified copies with all enclosures  and all other documents regarding the UGN Grant allocated/sanctioned to D.A.V. College, Bathinda from 2005 to 2013.

   2.
Certified copies with all enclosures and all other documents regarding Utilization Certificates submitted/sent by D.A.V. College, Bathinda, in lieu of grant allocated/sanctioned by UGN from 2005-2013.”

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 
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22.11.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently 

approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 30.12.2013  

under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 03.01.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.03.2014.

2.

On 19.03.2014 Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the requisite information running into  36 pages had been supplied to the appellant. Ld. Counsel for the appellant stated that the appellant had not received the same. Accordingly, one copy of the information was  handed over to him in the court and he was  directed to send his observations, if any,  on the provided information  to the PIO under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to  13.05.2014.

3.

On 13.05.2014, , Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated  that the relevant documents were  not traceable in their record and  therefore they had requested the University Grants Commission to supply the photo-copies of the same so that the requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. He sought  further time of 2 weeks to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which was  granted and the case was adjourned to 28.05.2014.

4.

On 28.05.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  the Commission that requisite documents had not been supplied to the  PIO by the University Grants Commission as yet  for further transmission to the appellant.  He sought  some more time for the purpose, which was granted and the case was adjourned to 20.08.2014.

5.

On 20.08.2014, a letter No. 403, dated 19.08.2014 was  received from the Principal, D.A..V. College, Bathinda vide which he has interalia  informed the Commission that out of UGC sanctioned grant for Rs. 73,10,000/-, a sum of Rs. 26 lacs 

was given to the college by UGC which has been refunded to UGC as intimated to them 

vide office letter No. Accts/765, dated 07.08.2014.  Another letter No. 105, dated 
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07.05.2014 was received earlier from the Principal informing the Commission that the College was sanctioned a grant of Rs. 73,10,000/- under 11th Plan period under merged 
scheme release of grant, but College was actually given a grant of Rs. 26,00,000/- only 

and utilization certification of this grant was sent to UGC, but these papers are not 

available/traceable in the office. A perusal of both the letters, received from the 

Principal, revealed  that contents of both the letters are self contradictory. Accordingly,  Dr. J.S. Anand, Principal, D.A.V. College, Bathinda was  directed to apprise the Commission of  the factual position personally on the next date of hearing through a written submission. The case was adjourned to 01.10.2014 which was further postponed to 13.10.2014  due to certain administrative reasons.

6.

On 13.10.2014 Ld. Counsel for the respondents submitted  a letter No. 539, dated 11.10.2014 from Shri Varesh Gupta, Officiating Principal, D.A.V. College, Bathinda, which was  taken on record. Vide the said letter, Shri Varesh Gupta, Officiating Principal has  informed the Commission that Dr. J. S. Anand, Principal is on  leave from 25.08.2014 to 18.10.2014 on medical grounds. 
Accordingly, one more opportunity was  afforded to Dr. J.S.Anand, Principal, D.A.V. College, Bathinda to apprise the Commission of the factual position personally on the next date of hearing through a written submission in the context of two contradictory letters dated 07.05.2014 and 07.08.2014  written by him, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 12.11.2014.

7.

Despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing,  Dr. J.S.Anand, PIO-cum-Principal, D.A.V. College, Bathinda was  again  not present on 12.11.2014.   One last opportunity was  afforded to him to be present in person on the next date of hearing  to apprise the Commission of the factual position through a written submission in the context of two contradictory letters dated 07.05.2014 and 07.08.2014  written by him, failing which it would  be entailed that he has nothing to say and action against him would  be initiated as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Notwithstanding this, Shri Varesh Gupta, Officiating Principal, D.A.V. College, Bathinda 
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was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing   alongwith original 

record and apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case. The case was adjourned to 09.12.2014.

8.

On 09.12.2014, as  per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing Dr. J.S.Anand, Principal, D.A.V. College Bathinda(on medical leave)  and Shri Varesh Gupta, Officiating Principal, D.A.V. College Bathinda were present. Dr. J.S. Anand, Principal, made  a written submission vide letter No. 761, dated 08.12.2014 explaining the factual position of the case. A copy of this letter was  handed over to the Ld. Counsel for the appellant, for  his observations, if any.  Dr. J.S. Anand, Principal and Shri Varesh Gupta, Officiating Principal requested  for exemption from personal appearance on the next date of hearing, which was  granted.  The case was adjourned to 21.01.2015. 

9.

On 21.01.2015, Ld. Counsel for the appellant sought  time to study the provided information and verify the facts placed on record, which was  granted.  The case was   adjourned for today.
10.                 Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs that information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant.  
Ld. Counsel for the appellant submits that the information has been supplied after about 17 months. He requests that action under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 for imposing penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information may be taken and a suitable compensation be awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered  by him during this long period. 

11.

I am of the considered view that delay occurred in this case is nor intentional  nor malafide but  it is a procedural delay.  Therefore, no action is taken for imposing penalty upon the PIO.  So far as awarding of compensation is concerned, the appellant or his Counsel has attended 7 hearings in the Commission. In view of the loss and detriment  suffered by the appellant during this long period, I find full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
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by Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005, a compensation of Rs. 3000/-(Rupees three thousand only) is awarded to Shri Surinder Gupta, appellant, to be paid by the Public Authority through a Bank Draft within 30 days. 

12.

Adjourned to 27.05.2015   at 2.00 P.M.
to be heard in court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.








 

Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri  Surinder Gupta,

26/12,Janta Nagar, Rampura Phul,

District Bathinda.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, DAV College, Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal, DAV College, Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda.

Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 257  of 2014    

Order

Present: 
 Shri Siddharth Gupta, Advocate,  on behalf of the appellant. 

Shri Varesh Gupta, officiating Principal and  Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Surinder Gupta, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 17.10.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Principal, DAV College, Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda,  sought following  information :-

“Please provide the Photostat of all documents despatched under the following reference No.

	S.No.
	Reference No.
	Month & Date
	Name & Address
	Subject

	1.
	510
	10.09.2012
	Under Sect., UGC, 35-Ferozeshah 

Road, New Delhi
	XI Plan grant account


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 
22.11.2013under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently 
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approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  30.12.2013        under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  03.01.2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.03.2014.

2.

On 19.03.2014 Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the requisite information had not been supplied to the appellant as yet as the record  was  not available and the efforts were being made to trace the same. He further stated  that however a reply in this regard had been sent vide letter dated 21.12.2013. He made  a written submission dated 18.03.2014  to the Commission, which was  taken on record. Accordingly, , the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to  13.05.2014. 

3.

On 13.05.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the relevant documents were  not traceable in their record and  therefore they had  requested the University Grants Commission to supply the photo-copies of the same so that the requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. He sought  further time of 2 weeks to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which  was  granted and the case was adjourned to  28.05.2014.

4.

On 28.05.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  the Commission that requisite documents had not been supplied to the  PIO by the University Grants Commission as yet  for further transmission to the appellant.  He sought  some more time for the purpose, which was granted and the case was adjourned to 20.08.2014.

5.

On 20.08.2014, a letter No. 403, dated 19.08.2014 was  received from the Principal, D.A..V. College, Bathinda vide which he has interalia  informed the Commission that out of UGC sanctioned grant for Rs. 73,10,000/-, a sum of Rs. 26 lacs 

was given to the college by UGC which has been refunded to UGC as intimated to them 

vide office letter No. Accts/765, dated 07.08.2014.  Another letter No. 105, dated 
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07.05.2014 was received earlier from the Principal informing the Commission that the College was sanctioned a grant of Rs. 73,10,000/- under 11th Plan period under merged scheme release of grant, but College was actually given a grant of Rs. 26,00,000/- only and utilization certification of this grant was sent to UGC, but these papers are not available/traceable in the office. A perusal of both the letters, received from the Principal, revealed  that contents of both the letters are self contradictory. Accordingly,  Dr. J.S. Anand, Principal, D.A.V. College, Bathinda was  directed to apprise the Commission of  the factual position personally on the next date of hearing through a written submission. The case was adjourned to 01.10.2014, which was further postponed 13.10.2014  due to certain administrative reasons. 

6.

On 13.10.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents submitted  a letter No. 539, dated 11.10.2014 from Shri Varesh Gupta, Officiating Principal, D.A.V. College, Bathinda, which was  taken on record. Vide the said letter, Shri Varesh Gupta, Officiating Principal has informed the Commission that Dr. J. S. Anand, Principal is on  leave from 25.08.2014 to 18.10.2014 on medical grounds. 
Accordingly, one more opportunity was afforded to Dr. J.S.Anand, Principal, D.A.V. College, Bathinda to apprise the Commission of the factual position personally on the next date of hearing through a written submission in the context of two contradictory letters dated 07.05.2014 and 07.08.2014  written by him, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 12.11.2014.

7.

Despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing,  Dr. J.S.Anand, PIO-cum-Principal, D.A.V. College, Bathinda was  again  not present on 12.11.2014. .  One last opportunity  was  afforded to him to be present in person on the next date of hearing  to apprise the Commission of the factual position through a written submission in the context of two contradictory letters dated 07.05.2014 and 07.08.2014  written by him, failing which it would be entailed that he had nothing to 

say and action against him would  be initiated as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Notwithstanding  this, Shri Varesh Gupta, Officiating Principal, D.A.V. College, Bathinda 
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was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing   alongwith original record and apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case.  The case was adjourned to 09.12.2014.

8.

 On 09.12.2014, as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing Dr. J.S.Anand, Principal, D.A.V. College Bathinda(on medical leave)  and Shri Varesh Gupta, Officiating Principal, D.A.V. College Bathinda were present. Dr. J.S. Anand, Principal, made  a written submission vide letter No. 761, dated 08.12.2014 explaining the factual position of the case. A copy of that  letter was  handed over to the Ld. Counsel for the appellant for  his observations, if any.  Dr. J.S. Anand, Principal and Shri Varesh Gupta, Officiating Principal requested  for exemption from personal appearance on the next date of hearing, which was granted.  The case was adjourned to 21.01.2015.
9.

On 21.01.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the appellant informed   that no information had  been supplied to the appellant so far. Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that despite making sincere efforts,  sought information could not be traced out as it was  not available in the record. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to submit an affidavit to the effect that the information relating to the instant RTI application is not available in their record and hence cannot be supplied to the appellant.  The case was adjourned for today. 
10.

  As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Varesh Gupta, officiating Principal,  D.A.V. College Bathinda submits a duly attested affidavit inter-alia to the effect that the papers submitted to the UGC regarding utilization of grant of Rs. 26.00 Lacs vide this office letter No. 510, dated 10.09.2012 are still not traceable, which is handed over to the Ld. Counsel for the appellant.  A  copy of the affidavit is submitted to the Commission, which is taken on record. 

11.

Ld. Counsel for the appellant submits that the information/affidavit has been supplied after about 17 months. He requests that action under Section 20(1) of 
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RTI Act, 2005 for imposing penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information may be taken and a suitable compensation be awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered  by him during this long period. 

12.

I am of the considered view that delay occurred in this case is nor intentional  nor malafide but  it is a procedural delay.  Therefore, no action is taken for imposing penalty upon the PIO.  So far as awarding of compensation is concerned, the appellant or his Counsel has attended 7 hearings in the Commission. In view of the loss and detriment  suffered by the appellant during this long period, I find full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005, a compensation of Rs. 3000/-(Rupees three thousand only) is awarded to Shri Surinder Gupta, appellant, to be paid by the Public Authority through a Bank Draft within 30 days. 
13.

Adjourned to 27.05.2015   at 2.00 P.M.
to be heard in court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.







 

Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nirmal Singh,

House No.895, Phase XI,

Sector 65, SAS Nagar.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Financial Commissioners Secretariat,

Administration -3 Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Financial Commissioner Secretariat,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.   2474 of 2014  

Order

Present: 
Shri Nirmal Singh Dhiman,  appellant, in person

Shri Dalip Singh, Senior Assistants, Admn.-3 Branch, Financial Commissioners’ Office, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Nirmal Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 21-03-2014,        addressed to PIO, office of Financial Commissioners Secretariat, Administration -3 Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh,  sought Action Taken Report on his representations dated 30.12.2013 and 03.03.2014 alongwith photocopy of office noting and other relevant documents.

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  21-04-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   05-08-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  06-08-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.11.2014.
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3.

On 18.11.2014, the respondent informed  the Commission that requisite information had already been supplied to the appellant. He handed  over one more copy of the information to the appellant in the court.  He submitted  a written submission from Shri Rakesh Bhalla, Joint Secretary Revenue containing  detailed facts and status of the case, which was  taken on record.

4.

 Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to submit  his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The respondent PIO  was  also directed to submit an affidavit to the effect that  the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application,  is available with them. The case was adjourned to 05.02.2015.
5.

On 05.02.2015, as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, respondent submitted  an affidavit, which was  handed over to the appellant. The respondent also submitted  an affidavit to the Commission, which  was taken on record.  After perusing the affidavit, the appellant brought  to the notice of the Commission that the affidavit had  not been attested. Accordingly,  the PIO  was  directed to send  a duly attested affidavit  to the appellant, with a copy to the Commission.  The case was adjourned for today.
6.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, the respondents hands over a duly attested affidavit to the appellant in the court today. He submits an affidavit to the Commission, which is taken on record. The appellant makes a written submission dated 04.03.2015 narrating the position of the case, which is taken on record. 
7.

In the circumstances narrated above, the case is disposed of and closed. 









    Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harmesh Kumar,

H.No.247 C/2,Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O.Bahadurgarh,Tehsil &

District Patiala.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development & Panchayat


Officer, Patiala.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2830 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Harmesh Kumar, appellant, in person.

Shri Daljit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat  Bahadargarh(Kasba Roorkee), Block: Patiala  and Shri Bhupinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Guru Nanak Nagar, Block: Patiala,  on behalf of the respondents. 

 



Shri  Harmesh Kumar, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  22-08-2013, addressed to PIO,  sought certain information on 13 points regarding grant received by Gram Panchayat Bahadargarh(Kasbra Roorkee) under different Schemes and detail of works executed with this grant during the period from 01.06.2008 to 30.05.2013.

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    4-12-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 04-09-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was 
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received in the Commission on 15-09-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.12.2014. 
3.

On 17.12.2014, the respondent informed  that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that he was  not satisfied with the provided information as it was  incorrect and incomplete. After hearing both the parties, B.D.P.O. Patiala was directed to supply point-wise complete information to the appellant. He was  also directed to be present,  in person , on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record  to apprise the Commission of the factual position so that complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant could be supplied without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today. 
4.

The respondent informs that some information has already been supplied to the appellant and he has brought remaining information, which he hands over to the appellant in the court  today. After perusing the provided information, the appellant informs that the information is still  incomplete. Consequently, the sought information  alongwith its status is discussed. After hearing both the parties, the PIO is directed to supply remaining information to the appellant within 30 days with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to  26.05.2015  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harmesh Kumar,

H.No.247 C/2,Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O.Bahadurgarh,Tehsil &

District Patiala.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development & Panchayat


Officer, Patiala.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2831 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Harmesh Kumar, appellant, in person.

Shri Daljit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat  Bahadargarh(Kasba Roorkee), Block: Patiala  and Shri Bhupinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Guru Nanak Nagar, Block: Patiala,  on behalf of the respondents. 

 



Shri  Harmesh Kumar, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  22-08-2013, addressed to PIO,   sought certain information regarding  disbursement of Old Age Pension and Widow Pension by  Gram Panchayat Bahadargarh(Kasba Roorkee) during the period from 01.06.2008 to 30.05.2013.

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  4-12-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 04-09-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-09-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.12.2014.
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3.

On 17.12.2014, the respondent informed  that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that he was  not satisfied with the provided information as it  was  incorrect and incomplete. After hearing both the parties, B.D.P.O. Patiala was  directed to supply point-wise complete information to the appellant. He was  also directed to be present,  in person , on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record  to apprise the Commission of the factual position so that complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant could be supplied without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the respondent informs that some information has already been supplied to the appellant and he has brought remaining information, which he hands over to the appellant in the court  today. After perusing the provided information, the appellant informs that the information is still  incomplete. Consequently, the sought information  alongwith its status is discussed. After hearing both the parties, the PIO is directed to supply remaining information to the appellant within 30 days with a copy to the Commission. 

5.

Adjourned to  26.05.2015  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harmesh Kumar,

H.No.247 C/2,Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O.Bahadurgarh,Tehsil &

District Patiala.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development & Panchayat


Officer, Patiala.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2832 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Harmesh Kumar, appellant, in person.

Shri Daljit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat  Bahadargarh(Kasba Roorkee), Block: Patiala  and Shri Bhupinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Guru Nanak Nagar, Block: Patiala,  on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Harmesh Kumar, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  22-08-2013, addressed to PIO,   sought certain information regarding  disbursement of Old Age Pension and Widow Pension by  Gram Panchayat, Guru Nanak Nagar during the period from 01.06.2008 to 30.05.2013.

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   4-12-2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 04-09-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-09-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.12.2014.
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3.

On 17.12.2014, the respondent informed  that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that he was not satisfied with the provided information as it was  incorrect and incomplete. After hearing both the parties, B.D.P.O. Patiala was  directed to supply point-wise complete information to the appellant. He was  also directed to be present,  in person , on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record  to apprise the Commission of the factual position so that complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant could be supplied without any further delay.    The case was adjourned for today. 
4.

Today, the respondent informs that some information has already been supplied to the appellant and he has brought remaining information, which he hands over to the appellant in the court  today. After perusing the provided information, the appellant informs that the information is still  incomplete. Consequently, the sought information  alongwith its status is discussed. After hearing both the parties, the PIO is directed to supply remaining information to the appellant within 30 days with a copy to the Commission. 

5.

Adjourned to  26.05.2015  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harmesh Kumar,

H.No.247 C/2,Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O.Bahadurgarh,Tehsil &

District Patiala.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development & Panchayat


Officer, Patiala.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2833 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Harmesh Kumar, appellant, in person.

Shri Daljit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat  Bahadargarh(Kasba Roorkee), Block: Patiala  and Shri Bhupinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Guru Nanak Nagar, Block: Patiala,  on behalf of the respondents.



Shri  Harmesh Kumar, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  22-08-2013, addressed to PIO,  sought certain information on 13 points regarding grant received by Gram Panchayat Guru Nanak Nagar under different Schemes and detail of works executed with this grant during the period from 01.06.2008 to 30.05.2013.

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    4-12-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 04-09-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-09-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.12.2014.
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On 17.12.2014, the respondent informed  that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that he was not satisfied with the provided information as it was  incorrect and incomplete. After hearing both the parties, B.D.P.O. Patiala was  directed to supply point-wise complete information to the appellant. He was  also directed to be present,  in person , on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record  to apprise the Commission of the factual position so that complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant could be supplied without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the respondent informs that some information has already been supplied to the appellant and he has brought remaining information, which he hands over to the appellant in the court  today. After perusing the provided information, the appellant informs that the information is still  incomplete. Consequently, the sought information  alongwith its status is discussed. After hearing both the parties, the PIO is directed to supply remaining information to the appellant within 30 days with a copy to the Commission. 

5.

Adjourned to  26.05.2015  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Avtar Singh S/o Gurdev Singh,

Village Buraj Kalara,PO Hathur,

Block Jagraon District Ludhiana-142031.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer,Jagraon District Ludhiana..

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Block Development & Panchayat


Officer, Jagraon, District  Ludhiana.



…..Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  2848 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Avtar Singh,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Gurdev Singh, BDPO, Jagraon, on behalf of the respondents. 



Shri  Avtar Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated  20-01-2014, addressed to PIO,  sought Action Taken Report and Inquiry Report on his complaint against irregular payments made by Gram Panchayat Burj Kalaran.

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   29-04-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 09-09-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16-09-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.12.2014.
3.

On 17.12.2014, Shri Gurdev Singh, BDPO, Jagraon, who was  present in person, informed  that inquiry was  being conducted. He assured  that as and when the 
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inquiry was  complete,  necessary action would  be taken and Inquiry Report alongwith Action Taken Report would  be supplied to the appellant. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Shri Gurdev Singh, BDPO, Jagraon, appearing on behalf of the respondents, hands over a copy of Inquiry Report to the appellant in the court today. He informs that action is being taken on the Inquiry Report and assures that as and when the action is complete, Action Taken Report will be  supplied to the appellant. 
He submits a copy of the Inquiry Report, which is taken on record. 
5.

On the assurance given by the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 



          





 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anoop Singh,

House No.70-E, Mohalla Ram Nagar,

Near Hathi Gali, Nangal Township,

District Roopnagar.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjabi University, Patiala.

.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Punjabi University, Patiala.




…..Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  2890 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri  Anoop Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 20-06-2014, addressed to PIO,  sought certain information on 7 points regarding sanctioned strength of permanent teaching posts in the Department of Psychology and number of vacant posts of General as well as Scheduled Caste category alongwith copy of Reservation Policy. 

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   22-07-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 15-09-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 18-09-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.12.2014.
3.

On 17.12.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the information in respect of Point No. 7 had been supplied to the appellant and the 

Contd……p/2

AC- 2890 of 2014  


-2- 
information in respect of Points No. 1 to 6  was  in questionnaire form. The appellant was not present nor any observations on the provided information had  been received from him. Accordingly, he was directed to send his observations on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. He was  also directed to seek specific information.
 The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs the Commission that requisite information, after removing the deficiencies furnished  by the appellant, has been supplied to the appellant. 
5.

A letter dated 03.03.2015 has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he has received the information after about 8 months. Accordingly, the PIO is warned to be careful in future in handling RTI cases to ensure that requisite information is supplied to the complainant/appellant within stipulated period as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 
6.

Since requisite information stands provided to the appellant to his satisfaction, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner

