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.
None for 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.
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 
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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 today.
4.

Today again none is present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the willful absence of BDPO Dinanagar seriously, he is hereby 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 is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing failing which ex-parte action will be taken against him under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005.
5.

A copy is forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur to ensure that requisite information is supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing and  BDPO, Dinanagar is present in person alongwith the said affidavit. 
6.

Adjourned to  07.08.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-




Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:09-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

District Development and 



REGISTERED



Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur,
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

H.No.5C,Phase I, Urban Estate,

Focal Point,Ludhiana-141010.





…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Rural Development &

Panchayats,Vikas Bhawan,Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Director Rural Development & Panahayat


Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1224 of 2014.    

Order

Present: 
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, appellant, in person.
Shri Jagmohan Kumar, DCFA and Shri Manjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  12-01-2013, addressed to PIO, office of  Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar,  sought certain information on 3 points with regard to posting and transfer of staff despite a ban imposed vide  order dated 24.02.2003.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  31-12-2013    under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 25-02-2014     under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 25-02-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.06.2014.
3.

On 18.06.2014, the appellant stated that some information was provided to him on 27.01.2014, which was  false, misleading, incorrect and incomplete. He submitted   that information asked for by him on 3 points had not been supplied to him 
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so far. Accordingly, the PIO was directed  to supply complete information to the 
appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action  under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Shri Jagmohan Kumar, DCFA, appearing on behalf of the respondents states that the requisite information has been sent to the appellant by registered post. The appellant replies that he is not satisfied with the provided information and  has pointed out the deficiencies in it to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The respondent further states that the requisite information relates to 15 Branches/PIOs of the Directorate, who have already  been asked to furnish the same so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant.   
5.

 Accordingly, the Nodal Officer(RTI), office of Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,  Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali, is directed to collect the requisite information from all the branches/PIOs and supply the same to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
6.

A copy of the order is forwarded to the Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali to ensure that the requisite information is supplied to the appellant without any further delay.
7.

Adjourned to  11.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:09-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

1.
Director, Rural Development and 



Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, 



Sector:62, Mohali.


2.
Nodal Officer(RTI),




Office of Director, Rural Development and 



Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, 



Sector:62, Mohali.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri B.D.Gandhi,

H.No.760,Sector 4,

Panchkula-134112.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of School Education,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of School Education,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1246 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant.
Smt. Shanti Rani, Superintendent-cum-PIO, Education-3 Branch and Smt.  Poonam, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondents. 

Shri B.D.Gandhi Appellant vide an RTI application dated 09-05-2012 , addressed to PIO, office of  Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of School Education, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh,  sought certain information on 4 points with regard to  withdrawal/restoration of one pre-mature increment in form of P.P. as per Government orders.
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 30-06-2012   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 17-03-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI 
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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.
3.

On 18.06.2014, the respondent stated that complete information had been provided to the appellant by hand.  As 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.  It was made clear that in case, no reply  was  received from the appellant, it would  be presumed that he  was  satisfied with the provided information and  the case would be closed on the next date of hearing. 
The case was adjourned for today.


4.

Today again, the appellant is not present nor any response has been received from him, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information.

5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:09-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri B.D.Gandhi,

H.No.760,Sector 4,

Panchkula-134112.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of School Education,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of School Education,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,Chandigarh.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.1247 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant.
Smt. Shanti Rani, Superintendent-cum-PIO, Education-3 Branch and Smt.  Poonam, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri B.D.Gandhi Appellant vide an RTI application dated 14-05-2012, addressed to PIO, office of   Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of School Education, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,Chandigarh.sought certain information on 10 points with regard to review of his fixation of pay. 

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 30-06-2012   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 17-03-2014   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 respondent stated that complete information had been provided to the appellant by hand.  As 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.  It was made clear that in case, no reply  was  received from the appellant, it would  be presumed that he  was  satisfied with the provided information and  the case would be closed on the next date of hearing. 
The case was adjourned for today.


4.

Today again, the appellant is not present nor any response has been received from him, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information.

5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:09-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sewa Singh,

S/o Shri Mathra Dass,

Village: Jatiwal, P.O.: Panj-Garian,

Block: Machhiwara, Tehsil: Samrala,

District: Ludhiana.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Machhiwara, Tehsil: Samrala, District: Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1343 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Sewa Singh, appellant, in person.


Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of  the respondents.


Shri Sewa Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 03.10.2013,  addressed to PIO, office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Machhiwara, Tehsil: Samrala, District: Ludhiana,  sought photo copies of record of Gram Panchayat Jatiwal for the period from 27.08.2008 to 19.06.2013.
2.

Failing to get complete  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  10.01.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated nil   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  18.03.2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.06.2014.
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3.

On 19.06.2014, the complainant informed  the Commission  that Shri Kewal Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat Jatiwal asked him vide letter No. Special-1, dated 30.10.2013 to deposit Rs. 2000/- as document charges so that  1000 pages of information could be supplied to him. He further stated that he 

 deposited Rs. 2000/- as document charges on 06.11.2013 but complete information running into 1000 pages has not been supplied to him as yet.

4.

 In view of the above noted facts,  the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Machhiwara, Tehsil: Samrala, District: Ludhiana  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing i.e. today.  He  was also  directed to be present in person to explain reasons for delay in the supply of requisite information, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant states that some information running into 492 was supplied to him earlier but that was not attested. Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondents,  hands over some more information to the appellant in the court today. After the perusal of the information,  the appellant states that photo copies of only 3 documents have yet to be supplied. 
6.

Accordingly, the respondent is directed to supply the remaining three documents duly attested within 15 days.  He is also directed to attest the information running into 492 pages which was supplied earlier. 
7.

Adjourned to  13.08.2014  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:09-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Parambir Singh Duggal, 

S/o Sh.Sukhbir Singh, Officer Scale II,

Gramin Bank A-4, Civil Lines,

Bathinda.








…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Sutlej Gramin Bank A4, 

Civil Lines, Bathinda.

 First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sutlej Gramin Bank A4,

Civil Lines, Bathinda.






…Respondents
Appeal  Case No. 1449 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Divyadeep Walia, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Chander Shekhar, Senior Manager, on behalf of the rerspondents.


Shri Parambir Singh Duggal,  Appellant, vide an RTI application dated  28-11-2013, addressed to PIO, office of  Sutlej Gramin Bank A4, Civil Lines, Bathinda,  sought copies of promotion/appointment letters of 6 Scale-III officers,  candidate-wise marks obtained by them and copies of his confidential reports.  

2.

The CPIO vide letter No. 9769, dated 29.12.2013 denied the information on the ground that the matter is prejudiced in Punjab & Haryana High Court and larger public interest is not served in terms of Section 8.1(d)&(j) of RTI Act.  Not satisfied with the reply, Shri Parambir Singh Duggal filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 12-01-2014  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 07-04-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.06.2014.
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3.

On 26.06.2014, Ld. Counsel for the appellant stated that no information had been supplied to the appellant. The respondent submitted  two letters dated 24.06.2014 from Shri Vinod Kumar Airon, General Manager/CPIO and Shri Virenderjit Singh, Chairman-cum-Appellate Authority, which were  taken  on record. In the letters they have narrated the grounds on the basis of which they have denied the information to the appellant. Consequently, information asked for by the appellant was  perused in the court and found that the information asked for at points No. 1 and 2 related to third party but the information asked for at point No. 3 did  not relate to  third party as the appellant had demanded  copies of his own ACRs.  Accordingly, the respondent PIO was directed to supply the information to the appellant asked for by him  at point No. 3 . The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, a letter dated 08.07.2014 addressed to the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab from the Ld. Counsel for the appellant has been received vide which he has requested to transfer the instant to some other Bench of the Commission. Shri Divyadeep Walia, Ld. Counsel for  the appellant also  requests personally  to transfer the case to some other Bench. 

5.

Accordingly, a copy of the order, alongwith original file relating to the instant case, is forwarded to Deputy Register, State Information Commission, Punjab to transfer the case to some other Bench of the Commission as per the request of the Ld. Counsel for the appellant. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 09-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Deputy Registrar,



Punjab State Information Commission, 



Punjab, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Shivraj Singh,

38-B, Sarabha Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala-147001.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Research & Medical

 Education, Punjab, SCO-87,

Sector 40-C,Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Director Research & Medical


Education, Punjab, SCO-87,


Sector 40-C,Chandigarh.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1414 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the parties.

Shri  Shivraj Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03-09-2013, addressed to PIO, office of  Director Research & Medical Education, Punjab, SCO-87, Sector 40-C,Chandigarh, sought photo copies of certain 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   29-11-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 01-04-2014    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 07-04-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.06.2014.
3.

On 26.06.2014, since none was present for the parties, one more opportunity was  afforded to them to pursue their case and  the PIO  was  directed to supply requisite information to the appellant, under intimation to the Commission before 
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the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today again,  none is present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent. Viewing the absence of the respondents  during two consecutive hearings seriously, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant without any further delay. He is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the reasons for delay in the supply of the information and also the reasons for their absence during two hearings held on 26.06.2014 and 09.07.2014, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
5.

A copy of the order  is forwarded to the Director,  Research & Medical Education, Punjab, SCO-87,Sector 40-C,Chandigarh to ensure that the requisite information is supplied to the appellant without any further delay and the PIO is present in person on the next date of hearing.
6.

 Adjourned to  11.09.2014  at 2.00 P.M.



                   Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:09-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Director Research & Medical


REGISTERED
 

Education, Punjab, SCO-87,

Sector 40-C,Chandigarh.

