STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri  Kamal Kishore Arora, Advocate,

1158, Bazar Kanak Mandi,

Amritsar-143006.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar of Firms & Societies,

Punjab, 17 Bays Building,

Sector 17 Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Registrar of Firms & Societies,


Punjab,17 Bays Building, Sector 17,


Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  148 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Gaurav  Arora, Advocate, on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri Daljit Singh, Registrar of Firms and Societies, Punjab, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Kamal Kishore Arora,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 19.07.2013 , addressed to PIO, office of Registrar of Firms & Societies, Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Sector 17 Chandigarh. sought certain information on five  points. 

2.

The PIO vide Memo. No. 3499, dated 05.08.2013 asked the appellant to deposit requisite fee for 27 pages of information at the  rate of Rs.2/- per page alongwith postal expenses. Accordingly, the appellant sent a cheque dated 13.08.2013 for Rs. 80/-.  Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 09.09.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005. Personal 

hearing was afforded to the appellant by the First Appellate Authority on 15.11.2013. Failing to get any information, Shri Kamal Kishore Arora  subsequently approached the 
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Commission in second appeal   vide application  dated 26.12.2013 under the provisions 
of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 31.12.2013  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 05.03.2014.

3.

On 05.03.2014, the respondent stated that the requisite information had already been supplied to the appellant. Ld. Counsel for the appellant sought some  more time to study the case vis-à-vis the provided information and requested for adjournment. On the request of the Counsel for the appellant, the case was  adjourned for 15.05.2014.
4.

On 15.05.2014, Ld. Counsel for the appellant stated that the information asked for by the appellant had not been supplied whereas supplied information was  incorrect and misleading. Consequently, a detailed discussion  was  held in the court and after that Ld. Counsel for the appellant specified  that he wanted  to know the reasons as to why personal hearing was not given to the appellant by  the Registrar of Firms & Societies, Punjab while disposing of his review petition. 
Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing to make a written submission to explain in detail the reasons as to why an opportunity of personal hearing was not afforded  to the appellant  by the Registrar of Firms & Societies, Punjab while disposing of his review petition. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Shri Daljit Singh, Registrar of Firms and Societies, Punjab, is present. He explains that the action   in the matter has been taken as per the advice of L.R.  After detailed discussion, the respondent is directed  to send  a written submission to the appellant, with a copy to the Commission within 20 days,  giving reasons as to why an opportunity of personal hearing was not afforded to the appellant while disposing of his review petition. 
6.

Adjourned to 11.11.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

H.No.78/8,Park Road,

New Mandi, DHURI,  District: Sangrur.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue,


Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 598 of 2013    

Order

Present: 
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan, appellant, in person.

Shri Tarsem Singh Mittal, Naib Tehsildar Sangrur and Shri Ashok Kumar, Senior Assistant, Tehsil Office Dera Bassi,  on behalf of the respondents. 



In this case, on 19.09.2013 the Appellant was asked to inform the Commission whether he was satisfied with the information supplied to him by the Respondent. During the course of hearing, the Appellant informed that the information from various districts had been provided to him  but the information from the concerned branches of the office of the Respondents was still pending. Accordingly, the Respondent was directed to provide the same before the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned to 22.01.2014.

2.

On 22.01.2014, a letter dated 17.01.2014 was received from the appellant vide which he had sought exemption from the appearance and the case was adjourned to 18.03.2014.
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3.

On 18.03.2014,  the appellant was again not present. Written submissions were  made  from Deputy Commissioner, Mohali; Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur;  APIO-cum-Superintendent, Consolidation of Holdings(FCR) and Superintendent-cum-APIO, Revenue-1 Br.(Rehabilitation ), which were  taken on record.  Detailed discussion was held  in the absence of the appellant which revealed  that some information relating to D. C. office Mohali and D.C. Office, Sangrur was  still pending. Therefore, PIOs of the offices of Deputy Commissioner, Mohali and Deputy Commissioner, Sangur were  directed to supply  the remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. They were  also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain factual position of the case so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for 21.05.2014.
4.

On 21.05.2014, the appellant stated  that the complete information had not been supplied to him so far as the information in respect of D.C. office Mohali and D.C. Office Sangrur was  still pending. 
Smt. Asha Rani, Senior Assistant, Tehsil Office, Dera Bassi and Smt. Sukhjeet Kaur, Junior Assistant, D.C. Office, Sangrur, stated that the information, available on their record, had already been supplied to the appellant and no other information in respect of instant RTI application was  available in  their record. Accordingly, D.R.O.-cum-PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur and Shri Gurminder Singh, Tehsildar, Dera Bassi  were  directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant and in case it  was  not available on their record, then they would  submit an affidavit personally, on the next date of hearing, to the effect that the information available in their record has already been supplied to the appellant and no other information relating to the instant RTI application, is available in their record. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend the hearing today as he has been suffering from fever. 
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6.

Shri Tarsem Singh Mittal, Naib Tehsildar Sangrur, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submits affidavits from Shri Avtar Singh, DRO Sangrur;  Shri Suresh Kumar, Sadar Kanungo, D.C. office Sangrur and Smt. Sukhjit Kaur, Junior Assistant, Sadan Kanungo Branch, D.C. Office Sangrur to the effect that the information available on their record has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available in their record. Since the appellant is not present,  Shri Tarsem Singh Mittal, Naib Tehsildar Sangrur is directed to send these affidavits to the appellant by registered post. He submits a set of these affidavits to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
7.

Shri Ashok Kumar, Senior Assistant, Tehsil Office Dera Bassi, appearing on behalf of the respondents has brought information for handing over the same to the appellant. Since the appellant is not present, Shri Ashok Kumar is directed to send the information to the appellant by registered post. He submits a copy of the forwarding letter to the Commission, which is taken on record. 

8.

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









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri  Arun Kumar Tiwari,

H.No.16-C,Rattan Nagar,

Tripuri, Patiala-147001.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Department of Local Government,

Mini Secretariat,Sector-9,Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,


Department of Local Government,


Mini Secretariat,Sector-9,Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1633 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
Shri Arun Kumar Tiwari, appellant, in person.

Shri Baljinder Singh, Superintendent(LG-1 Branch) and Shri Ajit Singh, Senior Assistant, L.G.-1 Branch, office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, on behalf of the respondents.



In this case, on 10.12.2013,  Shri Jasbir Singh, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, sought some more time to enable him to provide the requisite information to the appellant on the ground that most of the staff had changed and he had taken over recently, which was granted. The case was adjourned to 23.01.2014.

2.

On 23.01.2014, none was present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, it was directed that in case the information was  not provided to the appellant before the next date of hearing and the respondent was  not present alongwith a copy of the provided information on the next date of 
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hearing, strict punitive action would  be initiated under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The case was adjourned to 18.03.2014.

3.

On 18.03.2014, a  letter through FAX was  received from the appellant vide which he informed the Commission that due to ill health he was  unable to attend the court and  requested  to adjourn the case to some other date.  
Since the  respondent was not present on 23.01.2014  nor any information had been supplied to the appellant, he was warned that in case he was  not present nor any information was  supplied, punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against the PIO. Despite those directions,  the respondent was  again  not present.  Viewing that lapse of deliberately denying the information to the appellant seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to the respondent to supply the complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and he was directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing  i.e. today alongwith a copy of provided information to explain reasons  for delay failing which ex-parte action will be taken under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005. A copy was also forwarded to Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab to ensure that the requisite information is supplied to the appellant and the PIO is present on the next date of hearing i.e. today alongwith a copy of the provided information and to explain reasons for delay in the supply of the information. The case was adjourned for 21.05.2014.
4.

On 21.05.2014,  Shri Ajit Singh, Senior Assistant, was  present on behalf of the respondents, who  stated  that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant and payment of all the benefits had been made to him. The appellant asserted that payment had been made in instalments and Action Taken Report on the letter issued from the Director Local Government had not been supplied to him as yet.  For this the respondent sought  some more time. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed that the remaining information be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing otherwise strict punitive action would l be initiated under the provisions of RTI Act, 
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2005.The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant states that Action Taken Report on  letter No. 37402, dated 27.09.2012 issued from the Director Local Government has not been supplied to him so far. The respondents informs the Commission that Action Taken Report on the above said letter has not been received as yet from the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala and the matter has been taken up with them. Accordingly, the respondent PIO is directed to ensure that requisite Action Taken Report is supplied to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission.
6.

Adjourned to 30.10.2014  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Suba Singh,

Village Gwalia,PO Dina Nagar,

Tehsil & Distt.Gurdaspur.






…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Dinanagar,

District: Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Development & Panchayat


Officer, Gurdaspur.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1245 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Suba Singh, appellant, in person.
Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, Superintendent, office of BDPO, Dinanagar, on behalf of the respondents. 

Shri  Suba Singh    Appellant vide an RTI application dated  14-11-2013 addressed to PIO, office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur  sought certain information regarding expenditure made on different works by Gram Panchayat Gawalia. 
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   20-12-2013    under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated    19-03-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 19-03-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.06.2014.
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3.

On 18.06.2014, the appellant stated that no information had been supplied to him so far. A perusal of the case file revealed that District Development and 

Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur vide letter No. 5146-5147 – D.A.C-2, dated 23.04.2014 directed BDPO, Dinanagar to supply requisite information to the appellant and attend the hearing in the office of the Commission. Despite the directions issued by DDPO, Gurdaspur, none was  present on behalf of the respondents. Therefore, BDPO, Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the reasons for delay in the supply of information. The case was adjourned for 09.07.2014.
4.

On 09.07.2014  again none was  present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the willful absence of BDPO Dinanagar seriously, he was   issued a Show-Cause Notice to explain reasons, on the next date of hearing,   through a duly attested affidavit as to why a penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/-, under Section 20 of RTI Act, 2005,  be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. He was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing failing which ex-parte action would  be taken against him under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005.
A copy of the order was  forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur to ensure that requisite information was  supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing and  BDPO, Dinanagar is present in person alongwith the said affidavit. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, Superintendent, office of BDPO, Dinanagar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs the Commission that BDPO has been transferred. She seeks some more time to enable her to supply the requisite information to the appellant. She is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant 
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within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 
6.

A copy of the order is forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur to direct the BDPO Dinanagar to submit his reply to the show cause notice issued to him on 09.07.2014 for the delay in the supply of requisite information to the appellant, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 



7.

Adjourned to  30.10.2014  at 2.00 P.M.








Sd/-





Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:07-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

District Development and 



REGISTERED



Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur,

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Birpal Singh Lumba,
V&PO Bamana Basti,Tehsil Samana,

District Patiala.







…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Director, Animal
Husbandry, Patiala.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1392 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Birpal Singh Lumba, complainant, in person.
Dr. K.P.S. Pasricha, Veterinary Officer-cum-APIO


Vide RTI application dated 20-2-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Birpal Singh Lumba,  sought various information/documents on 4 points.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Birpal SinghLumba    filed a complaint dated   15-04-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 12-05-2014    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.

The respondent states that the information asked for by the complainant is in question form and is not clear. Thus the  RTI application is perused in the court which  reveals that the information asked for by the complainant is vague. Therefore, the complainant is advised to file a fresh RTI application asking for specific information, which is legible.
4.

Accordingly, the instant case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Palvinder Singh,
H.No.1389/1,Guru Teg Bahadur

Housing Complex, Sector -70

SAS Nagar.








…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Shaheed Kanshi Ram
College of Physical Education,

Bhagoo Majra, District SAS Nagar.




…Respondent
Complaint  Case No.1420 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
Shri Palwinder Singh, complainant, in person.
Shri Jagjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 12-03-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri               Palvinder Singh, sought various information/documents on 4 points  with regard to Time Table since 2006, work-load with teachers and duration of stay of Prof. Kulwinder Singh Saini.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri   Palvinder Singh  filed a complaint dated  21-04-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  14-05-2014  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 Jagjit Singh, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submits a copy of information, which is taken on record. The complainant states that the information asked for at points No. 2 and 3 has been supplied whereas the information in respect of point No. 1 is incomplete and the information asked for at point No. 4 has not been supplied on the ground that it relates to third party. 
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4.

The respondents states that regarding  point No. 1,  the information has been supplied since 2008 as the information prior to this period is not available in their record. He further states that the information regarding point No. 4 has not been supplied being third party. Consequently, the information asked for by the complainant is perused and discussed in the court and found that the information asked for at Point No. 4 does not relate to third party as it exists in the office domain of the College. Therefore, it is directed that the complete information, available in the record of the Public Authority, be supplied to the  complainant before the next date of hearing. 
5.

Adjourned to 16.09.2014  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 07-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr.  Ravneet Preet Singh Bedi,
H.No.25-27,Joshi Farms, Guru Amar
Dass Avenue,Block A,Airport Road,

Amritsar.








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar,Punjab Technical University,
Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Registrar, Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1738 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Dr.  Ravneet Preet Singh Bedi, appellant, in person.
Shri Gurjinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.

Dr.  Ravneet Preet Singh Bedi, appellant, vide an RTI application dated  20-01-2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Registrar, Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar, sought certain information/documents  on 35  points in respect of 289 students of Distance Education Programme. He sent a DD of Rs. 2000/- as documents charges.
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   25-02-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 13-05-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-05-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents seeks time to enable him to study the case and enable him to supply the requisite information to the appellant. 

4.

On the request of the Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case is adjourned to  21.10.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:07-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Paramveer Singh,
H.No.107,Mohalla Rampura Dalhosie Road,

Pathankot-145001.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/O Beant College of Engineering and
Technology, Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Beant College of Engineering and

Technology, Gurdaspur.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1735 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Rajesh Sharma, Assistant Professor-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Paramveer Singh,   Appellant, vide an RTI application dated  24-02-2014, addressed to PIO, office of Beant College of Engineering andTechnology, Gurdaspur,  sought certain information/documents  on 14 points with regarding recruitment of Biotechnology Teachers.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated   09-04-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  12-05-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-05-2014    and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Today, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend the hearing today due to ill health. 4.

The respondent informs the Commission that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant by the PIO vide letter No. 646, dated 24.03.2014, with a copy to the Commission and the information was again supplied by the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 15.05.2014. Since the appellant is not present, the respondent is directed to send one more copy of the information to the appellant by registered post. 
5.

The appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 

6.

Adjourned to  30.10.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:07-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Tejinder Singh, 
Village Bhadma,PO Raunt,

Tehsil Shahkot District Jalandhar.






…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Managing Director,
Punjab State Cooperative Bank,

Ltd.Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Cooperative Bank Limited,
Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1713 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Tejinder Singh, appellant, in person.
Shri Raj Kumar, Manager, on behalf of the respondents. 

Shri Tejinder Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 11-02-2014,   addressed to PIO, office of Managing Director, Punjab State Cooperative Bank, Ltd. Chandigarh,  sought copies of his question paper, answer key and OMR sheet of Clerk-cum-Data Entry Operator Exam conducted by NITTTR Chandigarh.
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 20-03-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 12-05-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  13-05-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Today, Shri Raj Kumar, Manager, appearing on behalf of the respondents states that Punjab State Cooperative Bank, Ltd. Chandigarh does not fall within the purview of RTI Act, 2005 as per the judgement of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in LPA No. 1002 of 2011 and as per the judgement of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal No. 9017 of 2013. He submits copies of the judgements, which are taken on record. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 



Sd/-
Chandigarh


   


 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)
Date:07-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri  R.S.Chauhan,
H.No.92/6,Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Opposite GNE College, Gill Road,

Ludhiana.








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab University,
Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjab University,

Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1730 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Sandeep Chopra, Senior Law Officer; Shri Saurabh Dhawan, Assistant Law Officer; Shri Surjit Singh, Superintendent; Shri Mohinder Singh, ASO and Shri Dilbar Chand, Dealing Assistant, office of Panjab University, Chandigarh, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri R.S.Chauhan   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 12-03-2014,        addressed to PIO, office of Punjab University,Chandigarh,  sought Action Taken Report on his letter dated 12.03.2014.
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 11-04-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 12-05-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  14-05-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Today, Shri Sandeep Chopra, Senior Law Officer, Panjab University Chandigarh, submits a written submission from Prof. A.K. Bhandari, Registrar-cum-First 
Appellate Authority, Panjab University, Chandigarh, which is taken on record. In the submission it has been asserted that the second appeal in case of Panjab University, Chandigarh does not lie before   RTI Commission, Punjab whereas it lies before Central Information Commission, New Delhi.  
4.

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









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:07-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Balbir Singh,
S/o Shri Gurnam Singh,

Village Hathur,Tehsil Jagraon,
District Ludhiana 142031.











…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Incharge, Civil Veterinary Hospital,
Jagraon, District Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1711 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Balbir Singh, appellant, in person.
Dr. K.P.S. Pasricha, Veterinary Officer-cum-APIO; Dr. Malkiat Singh Deol, Senior Veterinary Officer, Civil Veterinary Hospital, Jagraon and Shri Gurpreet Mangat, Junior Assistant, Zila Parishad, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents.  

Shri   Balbir Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 30-12-2013,  addressed to PIO, office of  Incharge, Civil Veterinary Hospital, Jagraon, District Ludhiana, sought certain information on 3  points with regard to Doctor  and staff posted  in Civil Veterinary Dispensary, Hathur alongwith quantity of medicine being supplied to the said dispensary every month.
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 06-02-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide 
Contd……p/2

AC- 1711 of 2014  


-2-  
application dated  05-04-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  13-05-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Dr. Malkiat Singh Deol, Senior Veterinary Officer, Civil Veterinary Hospital, Jagraon states that Civil Veterinary Dispensary Hathur is under the control of Secretary, Zila Parishad, Ludhiana.  Shri Gurpreet Mangat, Junior Assistant, Zila Parishad, Ludhiana, submits a letter No. 54/RTI, dated 06.08.2014 from Deputy Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad, Ludhiana enclosing therewith a copy of letter No. 28/RTI, dated 05.05.2014 addressed to ADC(Development)-cum-First Appellate Authority, Ludhiana vide which it has been informed that Civil Veterinary Dispensary Hathur is under the control of Director, Animal Husbandry, Punjab and the medicines are supplied by them. There are two members of staff, one pharmacist and one sweeper, which are under the control of Zila Parishad and the staff is recruited by the Government and at present both the posts are vacant. 
4.

In view of the contradictory statements of Dr. Malkiat Singh Deol, Senior Veterinary Officer, Civil Veterinary Hospital, Jagraon and Shri Gurpreet Mangat, Junior Assistant, Zila Parishad, Ludhiana,  a copy of the order is forwarded to Additional Deputy Commissioner(Development), Ludhiana to apprise the Commission of the factual position and arrange to supply the requisite information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission.
5.

Adjourned to 21.10.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:07-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Additional Deputy Commissioner                           REGISTERED

                  (Development),Ludhiana.
