STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Jaskaran Singh,

Ward No. 16,Mohalla Radharka, 

Mansa-151505.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.



    



 …Respondents.

Appeal Case  No. 1463 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Jaskaran Singh, appellant, in person.

Ms. Anuradha Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Jaskaran Singh,  Appellant , vide an RTI application dated 09-01-2014, addressed to PIO, office of Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought certain information on 4 points regarding interview held on 23.08.2013 for the post of Assistant Professor.

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 21-02-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  11-04-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11-04-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  25.07.2014.

3.

On 25.07.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the information asked for at Points No. 1 and 2 had already been supplied to the appellant. 
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The appellant informed  that the provided information was incomplete as  the information asked for at points No. 3 and 4 had not been supplied.  Accordingly, the PIO 
was directed 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. The case was adjourned to 15.10.2014 for confirmation of compliance of orders.

4.

On 15.10.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the information asked for at Points No. 3 and 4 related  to third party i.e. Smt. Amarjot Kaur and she had  not given her consent to supply the information relating to her. Besides, a letter was  received in the Commission from Smt. Amarjot Kaur on 18.09.2014 to seek permission for appearing before the Commission to request that the information relating to her might  not be supplied to the appellant. 
The information asked for by the appellant was  perused and discussed in the court and found that the sought information is not personal information of Smt. Amarjot Kaur as the same exists in the office domain of the University. Therefore, Smt. Amarjot Kaur  was  not heard by the Commission and the PIO  was  once again directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 13.11.2014.
5.

On 13.11.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the information available on record had been supplied to the appellant whereas the appellant informed  that the provided information was  still not complete. In those circumstances, the PIO was  directed to be present in person alongwith complete record on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the  case so that complete requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay as the instant RTI application is pending since 09.01.2014. The case was adjourned for today.  
6.

   The appellant informs that the information regarding Point No. 4 has not been supplied to him as yet. Ld. Counsel for the respondents pleads that identity of members of Selection Committee cannot be disclosed. After discussing the matter at 
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length and in view of the  public interest involved, the PIO is directed to supply the information asked for at Point No. 4 before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.                                                                                                  

7.

Adjourned to 09.01.2015  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri K.N.S.Sodhi,

# 1634, Sector-70,

Mohali, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Greater Mohali Area Development

Authority, SAS Nagar,Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Greater Mohali Area Development


Authority, SAS Nagar, Mohali.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1233 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
None for the  appellant.
Shri Varun Garg, SDO and Shri Babu Ram Sharma, Draftsman, on behalf of the respondents.

1.

In this case, on 20.02.2014  the respondent stated that the requisite information had been provided to the appellant. The appellant expressed his dis-satisfaction over  the information provided to him  as point-wise specific information had not been provided to him as per the directions of the Commission on 23.01.2014. After hearing both the parties, it was  observed  that the appellant was  not satisfied with the provided information. Therefore, Ld. Counsel for the respondents was  directed to verify the information himself and ensure that specific point-wise information was  supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. Besides, the PIO and the deemed PIO were  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing for apprising the Commission of the full facts of the case. Besides, the appellant was advised to 

 inspect the record, if he so desired, after fixing a meeting with the First Appellate Authority so that complete information to his satisfaction  could be provided to him. The 
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case was adjourned to 10.04.2014, which was further adjourned to 15.05.2014 due to Lok Sabha Elections in Chandigarh.

2.

On 15.05.2014,  as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Smt. Dalbir Kaur, PIO, was  present.  Shri Balwinder Singh, Counsel for the respondents, stated that the complete information, as available  in  their record, had been supplied to the appellant. He submitted a copy of the information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. 
The appellant informed  that he received the information only yesterday. He sought time to study the same. Accordingly, the appellant  was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO within 10 days with a copy to the Commission.  In this case,  Smt. Dalbir Kaur, PIO,  had been issued a show-cause notice on 12.11.2013 to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on her for the delay in the supply of requisite information. Accordingly, she was  directed to submit her reply to the show-cause notice on the next date of hearing and explain in detail the reasons for delay in the supply of information. The case was adjourned to 11.06.2014

3.

On 11.06.2014,  the appellant submitted  a written submission containing his observations  and pointing out deficiencies in the provided information, which was  taken on record. A letter dated 09.06.2014 had been received from Shri Balwinder Singh, Counsel for the respondents requesting for a short adjournment of the case as he had to visit Ludhiana to attend to the obsequies of his uncle. Accordingly, on the request of Ld. Counsel for the respondent, the case was  adjourned to  01.07.2014 at 2.00 P.M. However, the PIO was  directed to provide the remaining information to the appellant in view of the observations/deficiencies submitted by him. Due to certain administrative reasons, court could not be held on 01.07.2014 and was adjourned for 25.07.2014.
4.

On 25.07.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents submitted reply through an affidavit  from Smt. Dalbir Kaur, Assistant Estate Officer-cum-PIO to the Show-
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Cause Notice issued to her on 12.11.2013 explaining reasons for delay in the supply of
information, which was  taken on record. The appellant stated that the provided information had not been attested.  He  further requested  for  imposing a penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information in the light of the show-cause notice issued to her  and requested  for awarding a suitable compensation to him for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining requisite information in the instant case. Accordingly, it was  directed that a duly attested copy of information be provided to the appellant. The matter regarding imposition of penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information and awarding compensation to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him, would be considered and decided on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 23.09.2014.
5.

On 23.09.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  the Commission that requisite duly attested information had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant confirmed  it stating that the information was  late by 18 months. He requested  that a penalty might  be imposed upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information and he might  be awarded a suitable compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information in the instant case.

6.

In this case RTI application   dated 17.01.2013 was submitted by the Shri K.N.S.Sodhi to the PIO of the office Greater Mohali Area Development Authority(GMADA), Sector:62, Mohali for seeking certain information on 12 points, pursuant to a News Item published in the Tribune dated 14.01.2012 containing statement of Shri Jatinder Mohan, S.E. regarding installation of poles asserting that it would facilitate location of destination. Failing to receive any information within requested time limit of 48 hours as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 

Shri Sodhi filed first appeal before the 
First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 10.03.2013 in terms of Section 19(1) and thereafter approached the Commission by 

way of Second Appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which was received in the Commission on 16.05.2013. 
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7.

During hearings in the Commission it came to the notice of the Commission that the information was supplied to the  appellant but he was not satisfied as it was incomplete and irrelevant. Consequently, during hearing on 12.11.2013 a show-cause notice was issued to Ms. Dalbir Kaur,  Assistant Estate Officer to explain in  writing by through a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act,2005 be not imposed on her. She was also asked under Section 20(1) proviso thereto to appear on the next date of hearing  for personal hearing before the imposition of penalty. On 25.07.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents submitted reply through an affidavit  from Smt. Dalbir Kaur, Assistant Estate Officer-cum-PIO to the Show-Cause Notice issued to her on 12.11.2013 explaining reasons for delay in the supply of information. In the reply Smt. Dalbir Kaur has submitted that on 24.01.2013 Technical Branch was directed to provide requisite information to the appellant but due to some administrative reasons appointment  of APIO could not be made and consequently three APIOs had to be appointed, which caused delay in the supply of information. She has further submitted that information was supplied to the appellant but observations made by him time and again on the provided information caused delay in the supply of complete information. Besides, she explained personally the reasons in detail for the delay in the supply of information. 

8.

After going through the facts of the case and in view of the submissions made by Smt. Dalbir Kaur, in writing and  orally, I came  to the conclusion that no doubt the information had  been delayed but no malafide was  proved on the part of Smt. Dalbir Kaur for intentionally delaying the information. Sincere efforts were made by her but the delay caused is procedural  as the information had to be collected from different 

sections of GMADA and appointment of APIO could not be made early due to some administrative reasons.  Therefore, no penalty was  ordered to be imposed upon her. However, she was  warned to be careful in future while handling RTI cases.

9.

So far as the request of the appellant for awarding him a suitable compensation is concerned,  it  is true  that complete  information has been supplied to 
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the appellant  after 18 months. During this period, he has attended  8 hearings in the 
Commission while travelling from Sector:70, Mohali to Sector:17, Chandigarh and back.  In view of the loss and detriment suffered by him during this long period  in obtaining the information in the instant case, I found  full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore,  in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, a compensation of Rs. 5,000/-(Rupees five thousand only) was awarded to Shri K.N.S. Sodhi, appellant, to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. GMADA, Mohali, through Bank Draft, within 30 days and confirmation to this effect would  be furnished to the Commission.  A copy of the order was  forwarded to Chief Administrator, Greater Mohali Area Development Authority, SAS Nagar, Mohali to ensure the compliance of the order. The case was adjourned for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.

10.

Today, the respondent informs the Commission that a cheque No. 303415, dated 21.10.2014 for Rs.5000/- as compensation,  has been delivered to the appellant and a receipt has been taken. 
11.

Since the information has been provided  to the appellant to his satisfaction and orders of the Commission have been complied with, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-


                                                                     

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Hassan Sardar,

Mofar Residence,

Village: Mansa Khurd,

Khaiala Side Post Office,

Tehsil and District: MANSA.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2361 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Hassan Sardar, appellant, in person.

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

Shri Hassan Sardar, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 04.04.2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala, 

sought certain information on 8 points regarding his adhoc appointment as Assistant Professor Computer Science in 2006 and relieving him o3n 31.05.2008. 

2.

The PIO sent a reply to the applicant denying the information on the ground that a CWP No. 25696 of 2013 is pending in Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. Not satisfied with the reply, Shri Hassan Sardar filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 02.05.2014. He was again sent the same reply by the University.  The appellant  subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 21.07.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23.07.2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.10.2014..

3.

On  16.10.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the sought information was  vague and voluminous, which was  not possible to provide under 
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Section 7(9) of RTI Act, 2005. He d that the appellant might  be asked to seek   specific information so that the same could be supplied to him. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to ask for  specific information from  the PIO within 10 days and the PIO was  directed to supply the same to the appellant  within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.
4.

Today, Shri Vikrant Sharma, Counsel for the respondents seeks more time to enable him to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which is granted. However, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
5.

Adjourned to  03.03.2015  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.






Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:04-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Hassan Sardar,

Mofar Residence,

Village: Mansa Khurd,

Khaiala Side Post Office,

Tehsil and District: MANSA.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2362 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Hassan Sardar, appellant, in person.

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


Shri Hassan Sardar, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 05.04.2014, addressed to PIO, office of Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought certain information regarding grant of AGP of Rs. 7000/-.

2.

The PIO sent a reply to the applicant denying the information on the ground that a CWP No. 25696 of 2013 is pending in Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. Not satisfied with the reply, Shri Hassan Sardar filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 02.05.2014. He was again sent the same reply by the University. The appellant  subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 21.07.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23.07.2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.10.2014.
3.

On 16.10.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the sought information was  vague and voluminous, which was  not possible to provide under 

Section 7(9) of RTI Act, 2005. He requested  that the appellant might  be asked to seek 
Contd……p/2

AC-2362 of 2014   


-2- 
 specific information so that the same could be supplied to him. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to ask for  specific information from  the PIO within 10 days and the PIO was  directed to supply the same to the appellant  within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Shri Vikrant Sharma, Counsel for the respondents seeks more time to enable him to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which is granted. However, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 

5.

Adjourned to  03.03.2015  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Hassan Sardar,

Mofar Residence,

Village: Mansa Khurd,

Khaiala Side Post Office,

Tehsil and District: MANSA.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2363 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Hassan Sardar, appellant, in person.

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


Shri Hassan Sardar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03,04.2014 , addressed to PIO, office of  Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala, sought list of all the teachers containing his name. 

2.

The PIO sent a reply to the applicant denying the information on the ground that a CWP No. 25696 of 2013 is pending in Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. Not satisfied with the reply, Shri Hassan Sardar filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 02.05.2014. He was again sent the same reply by the University. The appellant  subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 21.07.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23.07.2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.10.2014
3.

On 16.10.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the sought information was  vague and voluminous, which was  not possible to provide under 

Section 7(9) of RTI Act, 2005. He requested  that the appellant might  be asked to seek 
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 specific information so that the same could be supplied to him. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to ask for  specific information from  the PIO within 10 days and the PIO was  directed to supply the same to the appellant  within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.

4.

Today, Shri Vikrant Sharma, Counsel for the respondents seeks more time to enable him to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which is granted. However, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 

5.

Adjourned to  03.03.2015  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Sahil,

House No.785, Street No 8,

Near Gol Gappa Chowk,

Tripari Town, Patiala-147001.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjabi University,
Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2689 of 2014  

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Ashish Bansal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Sahil, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 27-01-2014       , addressed to PIO,  sought certain information on 8  points regarding recruitment made against the post of Technical Assistant(Data Entry Operator) – Advt. No. 1765/DPR, dated 12.12.2013.
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  26-06-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  02-09-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 02-09-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs that relevant information has been supplied to the appellant without disclosing the names of members of Selection Committee. He further informs that rest of the information is vague and cannot be supplied as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. I have perused the provided information and am satisfied that it is as per RTI application of the appellant.  
4.

The complainant is not present nor any intimation has been received from him. Therefore, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Sandeep Singh Ahuja,

Chamber No.249, District Courts,

Yadwindra Court Complex,

Patiala.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal Government Mahindra
College,Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director of Public Instructions,
(Colleges) Punjab, SCO-66-67,Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2653 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Bhavnish Gautam on behalf of the  Appellant

Shri Amrit Samra, Assistant Professor, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Sandeep Singh Ahuja,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 01-02-2014, addressed to PIO,  sought certain information on 6 points in respect of recruitment made against the posts of Guest Faculty Lecturers, Class-IV employees, Library Staff and Computer Operators alongwith copy of authority letter of Government of Punjab authorizing the Principal to make these recruitments. 
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  13-07-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  25-08-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  27-08-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Today, Shri Amrit Samra, Assistant Professor, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, hands over requisite information to Shri Bhavnish Gautam, the representative of the appellant in the court. Shri Gautam, after perusing the provided information, informs the Commission that the provided information is incomplete. After discussing the provided information and with the mutual consent of both the parties,  the appellant is directed to inspect the record on 08.12.2014 at 11 A.M. in the office of PIO and the PIO is directed to supply the duly attested documents to the appellant identified by him after the inspection of the record as per his original RTI application. 
4.

A letter from Ms. Amandeep Kaur has been received through e-mail requesting the Commission to implead her as necessary party. After due consideration, her request is not accepted. 
5.

Adjourned to 03.03.2015 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation  of compliance of orders.  









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Davinder Lakhanpal,

H.No.1255, Sector 43-B,

Chandigarh.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Registrar, Cooperative Societies,

Punjab,17 Bays Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Registrar, Cooperative Societies,


Punjab,17Bays Sector 17,


Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2655 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Davinder Lakhanpal, Appellant, in person.
Shri Sukhdev, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Davinder Lakhanpal,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated   16-08-2013 , addressed to PIO,  sought Action Taken Report on the report of Shri Kaur Singh, Enforcement Officer, who conducted an inquiry on a complaint filed by the members  against the President of ACC Members Cooperative House Building Society Ltd., Mohali.  

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 01-04-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application 
dated 02-04-2014         under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 27-08-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing 
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was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that the information available on record has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant states that he is not satisfied with the provided information as Action Taken Report on the inquiry report of Shri Kaur Singh has not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply Finding Report on the inquiry conducted by Shri Kaur Singh, Deputy Registrar, to the appellant. In case it is not available, an affidavit by the PIO to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing.
4.

Adjourned to  03.03.2015  at   2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri S.P.Bansal,

House No.21030, Power House Road,

Street No.2, Bathinda-151001.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2691 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant. 
Smt. Anuradha Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  S.P.Bansal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24-06-2014,        addressed to PIO,  sought certain information on 3 points regarding action taken by the University against SSD Women’s Institute of Technology, Bathinda & SSD Girls’ College of Education, Bathinda for not appointing a regular Principal; action taken by the University  on the allegation that the degree/DMC of Mrs. Manisha Bhatnagar, the officiating Principal of SSDWIT is fake &  forged and action taken on the allegation that the students in these institutions are being taught by unqualified faculty. 
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 30-07-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 
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02-09-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 02-09-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs that the information regarding Points No. 1 and 2 has been supplied to the appellant. She further informs that the information asked for at Point No. 3 is not specific  but rather vague and relates to concerned college/institute. 
4.

A letter dated 25.11.2014 has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is not satisfied with the provided information as it is incomplete. I have gone through the provided information and  am convinced that the information available in  the office domain of the University has already been supplied to the complainant. The request of the appellant for awarding him compensation has been considered and is not accepted. 
5.

In view of the above noted facts, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mandir Singh

V&PO Ghunas, District Barnala





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat
Officer, Block Sehna District Barnala.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2425 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant. 
Shri Mahesh Inder Pal, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 19-06-2014, addressed to the respondent, Shri  Mandir Singh  sought various information/documents regarding grant received by Gram Panchayat Ghunas during 2013-2014 and detail of works got done with this grant alongiwht photo copies of Bills. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Mandir Singh   filed a complaint dated 19-08-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 22-08-2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs the Commission that requisite information has been sent to the complainant by registered post on 01.09.2014 and no observations have been received from him. 

4.

The complainant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 




Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurtej Singh

H.No.23560,Gali No.3-1/2,
Near Gurdwara Sahib,Harbans Nagar,

Bathinda.








…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,
Bathinda.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2416 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
Shri Gurtej Singh, complainant, in person. 
Shri Lachhman Singh, HC, Bathinda, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 23-04-2014, addressed to the respondent, Shri                Gurtej Singh sought various information/documents in respect of Superintendent of Police, Bathinda. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Gurtej Singh   filed a complaint dated 28-08-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on   28-08-2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 439/5A/RTI, dated 03.12.2014 from SSP Bathinda requesting the Commission to punish the complainant as he is wasting time of their office and that of the Commission by asking useless information which is not in the public interest. The respondent states that the information asked for by the complainant is vague and illegible. 
4.

A perusal of the  RTI application of the complainant reveals that it is vague and not legible as it is handwritten.  Therefore, the complainant  is advised to seek point-wise specific information through a typed letter, addressed to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.  
5.

Adjourned to  09.01.2015  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

H./No.78/8,Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, District

Sangrur.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Government College,

Patti, District Tarn Taran.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2432 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.


Vide RTI application dated 19-07-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri                Prem Kumar Rattan sought various information/documents regarding the staff of Government College, Patti who have availed Ex-India Leave for more than 30 days during the last 10 years. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Prem Kumar Rattan    filed a complaint dated  Nil
with the Commission,  which was received in it on 29-08-2014      and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. The respondent PIO is directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.

4.

Adjourned to 24.02.2015  at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

H./No.78/8,Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, District

Sangrur.







…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal S.D.College,

Barnala.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2441 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri M.L.Sharma, Principal and Shri Manoj Kumar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated  04-08-2014, addressed to the respondent, Shri  Prem Kumar Rattan sought various information/documents  in respect of the staff of S.D.College, Barnala, who have availed  Ex-India Leave of more than 30 days during the last 10 years. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Prem Kumar Rattan    filed a complaint dated  Nil

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 29-08-2014   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

Shri M. L. Sharma, Principal, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informs that requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant. He has brought a copy of the information for handing over the same to the complainant today in the court.  He submits a copy of provided information to the Commission, which is taken 
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on record. He is directed to send a copy of the information to the complainant by registered post. 

4.

The complainant is not present. A perusal of the provided information reveals that it is exactly as per the RTI application of the complainant. 
5.

Therefore, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

H./No.78/8,Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, District

Sangrur.








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Director, Horticulture,

Punjab,  Mohali.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2436 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.


Vide RTI application dated 25-07-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri                Prem Kumar Rattan sought various information/documents regarding the staff, who availed Ex-India Leave for more than 30 days during the last 10 years. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Prem Kumar Rattan    filed a complaint dated  Nil

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 29-08-2014   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. The respondent PIO is directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.
4.

Adjourned to 24.02.2015  at 2.00 P.M.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
