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.
Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Superintendent RTI Cell, 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.
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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 

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 to 09.07.2014.
4.

On 09.07.2014,  Shri Jagmohan Kumar, DCFA, appearing on behalf of the respondents stated that the requisite information had been sent to the appellant by registered post. The appellant replied that he was not satisfied with the provided information and  had pointed out the deficiencies in it to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The respondent further stated that the requisite information relates to 15 Branches/PIOs of the Directorate, who had  already  been asked to furnish the same so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant.    Accordingly, the Nodal Officer(RTI), office of Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,  Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali, was  directed to collect the requisite information from all the branches/PIOs and supply the same to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 

A copy of the order was  forwarded to the Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali to ensure that the requisite information was  supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Superintendent RTI Cell, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, states that the requisite information after collecting  from the  concerned branches has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant asserts that the information relating to above-said 15 branches has not been supplied to him. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to supply the requisite  information relating to all the concerned branches to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 

6.

Adjourned to 02.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M.






 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:11-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
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: 
Shri Shivraj Singh, appellant, in person.
Dr(Mrs.) Deepika, PIO, Government Ayurveda Pharmacy, Patiala and Shri Ashok Kumar, APIO, office of DRME, Chandigarh, on behalf of the respondents.


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 
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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 

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 to 09.07.2014.
4.

On 09.07.2014  again,  none was  present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent. Viewing the absence of the respondents  during two consecutive hearings seriously, the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant without any further delay. He was  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 would  be initiated against him. A copy of the order  was  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. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Dr(Mrs.) Deepika, PIO, Government Ayurveda Pharmacy, Patiala, appearing on behalf of the respondents states that the  information  asked for at Points No. 1 and 2 has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant states that the provided information is incomplete as the information asked for at Points No. 3 and 4 has not been supplied as yet. The respondent states that the information asked for at Points No. 3 and 4 relates to directorate of Ayurveda, Punjab. Shri Ashok Kumar, APIO, office of DRME, Chandigarh, informs the Commission that the information relating to the Directorate of Ayurveda has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 7564, dated 
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02.09.2014. The appellant replies that he has not received this information as yet. Accordingly, Dr. Brahmjot, Director  Ayurveda, Punjab, SCO No. 823-824, Sector: 22-A, Chandigarh is directed to 
supply the information asked for at Points No. 3 and 4 to the appellant, under intimation to the Commission,  before  the next date of hearing.
6.

Adjourned to 02.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M.
 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:11-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:
Dr. Brahmjot, Director  Ayurveda, Punjab,


        REGISTERED
SCO No. 823-824, Sector: 22-A, Chandigarh. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ashok Kumar, Advocate,

Chamber No.202, New Courts,

Jalandhar.








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Vice Chancellor, 
D.A.V. University, Pathankot Road,

Jalandhar.








…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1684 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.

Dr. Vikas Kahol,PIO-cum-Director Public Relations, D.A.V. University, Jalandhar, on behalf of the respondents. 


Vide RTI application dated 18-02-2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Ashok Kumar sought certain information regarding the functioning  of D.A.V. University, Jalandhar. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Ashok Kumar filed a complaint dated 10-06-2014

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 16-06-2014    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  16.07.2014.
3.

A letter No. DAVU/DPR/2013-14/34, dated 11.07.2014 had been received from Shri Vikas Kahol, CPIO, DAV University, Jalandhar informing the Commission that the requisite information had been sent to the appellant by post on 12.03.2014 and no information  has been withheld. 

Contd……p/2

CC-1684 of 2014   


-2- 
4.

On 16.07.2014, Shri Neeraj Sharma, appearing on behalf of PIO,  requested  the Commission to adjourn the case to some other date as the PIO was  unable to attend the hearing due to an urgent meeting concerning  UGC. The 
 complainant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission and the PIO was directed to supply the information  in view the observations of the complainant, if received. On the request of the respondent, the case was  adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the complainant is again not present nor he has sent any observations on the provided information to the PIO, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information.
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/- 
 Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ashok Behal S/o Sh.Ram Murti,

H.No.7,Street No.1,New Kanshi Nagri,

Ferozepur.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o DAV University, Pathankot Road,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o DAV University, Pathankot Road,

Jalandhar







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1885 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the  appellant.
Dr.  Vikas Kahol, Director Public Relations, D.A.V. University, Jalandhar, on behalf of the respondents. 

Shri Ashok Behal Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27-02-2014 , addressed to PIO, office of DAV University, Pathankot Road, Jalandhar
 sought certain information on 9  points regarding recruitment of candidates for the posts of Senior Assistants, Clerks, Stenographers alongwith detail of  parents.
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  29-03-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 30-05-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  03-06-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.07.2014.
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3.

A letter No. DAVU/DPR/2013-14/31, dated 11.07.2014 had been received from Shri Vikas Kahol, CPIO, DAV University, Jalandhar informing the Commission that the requisite information running into 16 pages had been sent to the appellant by post on 11.03.2014 and no information  has been withheld. 

4.

On 16.07.2014, the appellant made  a written submission pointing out the deficiencies in the provided information, which was  taken on record and a copy of which was  handed over to the respondent. 
Shri Neeraj Sharma, appearing on behalf of PIO,  requested  the Commission to adjourn the case to some other date as the PIO was  unable to attend the hearing today due to an urgent meeting concerning  UGC.
On the request of the respondent, the case was  adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent submits a letter dated 11.09.2014 addressed to the appellant vide which requisite information has been supplied to him. This letter is taken on record. 
6.

A letter dated 11.09.2014 has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend the hearing today due to some official work. He has however informed that requisite information has not been supplied to him so far. 
7.

Since the appellant is not present, he is directed to send his observations, if any, on the information sent  to him by the PIO vide letter dated 11.09.201,  to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
8.

Adjourned to 19.11.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:11-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Shashi Pal Garg,

House No.82, Housing Board Colony,

Cheeka District Kaithal (Haryana)-136034.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Inspector General of Police,

         Zonal, Bathinda.





          …Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1890 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Surjit Singh, Head Constable,  Bathinda on behalf of the respondents.

Shri   Shashi Pal Garg,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01-03-2012 addressed to PIO, office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda,  sought certain information on 15 points in respect of FIR No. 200, dated 17.11.2009 under Sections 406, 498A, 323, 506 of IPC – Neeru Bansal Vs. Vajinder Kumar Garg – Police Station Rampura. 
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  02-09-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  03-06-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 03-06-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.07.2014.
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3.

On 16.07.2014, the appellant stated that  he demanded  information on 15 points out of which the information on 11 points had been supplied to him but the information regarding Points No. 3, 6, 7 and 10 had not been provided to him as yet. 

Shri Sarwan Singh, ASI, Police Station City,  Rampura, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted  an affidavit in respect of information asked for at Point No. 10 from  Shri Manoj Kumar, S.I., Chief Officer, Police Station City, Rampura to the effect that the information asked for at Point No. 10 is not available in their record and thus cannot be provided to the appellant. 
Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the information asked for at Points No. 3, 6 and 7 to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned   for today  for confirmation of compliance of orders.
4.

A letter dated 08.09.2014 from the appellant has been received informing the Commission that he is unable to attend the hearing today due to ill health.  He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
5.

On the request of the appellant,  the case is adjourned to 19.11.2014 at 2.00 P.M.  However, the PIO is again directed to supply information asked for by the appellant at Point No. 3, 6 and 7 before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.









Sd/-


 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:11-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri  Vijay Kumar Joshi,

H.No.4-A/50, Dharampura Mohalla,

Tehsil Dhuri, District Sangrur.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Technical University,

Kapurthala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o  Punjab Technical University,


Kapurthala.








Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 288 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Vijay Kumar Joshi, appellant, in person.

Shri Vikas Kathiala, Counsel and Shri Parminder Pal Singh, on behalf of  the respondents 


Shri Vijay Kumar Joshi, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 29.08.2013 , addressed to PIO, office of Punjab Technical University, Kapurthala  sought certain information about his salary during the period when he was teaching in Sachdeva Engineering College for Girls, Gharuan.

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

11.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 09.01.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was 
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issued to the parties for 19.03.2014.
3.

On 19.03.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents submitted a letter No. PTU/RTI/N/2252, dated 21.01.14 from SPIO(Nodal Officer), PTU, Jalandhar addressed to the appellant annexing therewith  a letter No. SECG/5860, dated 09.01.2014  from Sachdeva  Engineering College for Girls, Gharuan, in which it has been submitted that the said College is a totally privately managed, owned, controlled and run institute and is not under the provisions of the RTI Act and as such is not requited by law or obliged to provide information under RTI Act to any person. 
Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain and submit the grounds on the basis of which the information was  being denied to the appellant. He   would  have to prove that the said college does not fall within  the purview of RTI Act, 2005.  The appellant was  also directed to prove as to how the said college is a Public Authority under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The case was adjourned for 22.05.2014. 

4.

On 22.05.2014, the respondent reiterated that Sachdeva  Engineering College for Girls, Gharuan  was   a totally privately managed, owned, controlled and run institute and did  not fall within the purview of RTI Act, 2005  and as such was  not required by law or obliged to provide information under RTI Act to any person. To prove that  the said college is a Public Authority under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005,  the appellant had sent a copy of order passed by Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab on 30.11.2012 in CC No. 1617 of 2012 in which it had been held that Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 empowers the Commission to inquire into any complaint for denial of information. The plea of the appellant was  that though Sachdeva Engineering College is not a public authority but it is affiliated to Punjab Technical University which under its statue has the requisite powers to requisition information from the affiliated institutions and because of the statutory powers vested 
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 in the Punjab Technical University, the information could be accessed under  Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

5.

In view of the facts and circumstances narrated above, the respondent PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant and in case it had any reservations, then make a written submission in this regard, which would be discussed in the presence of the parties on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 12.08.2014.
6.

On 12.08.2014, , the appellant stated that the information asked for at Point No. 4 had been supplied whereas the remaining information had not been supplied as it related to Sachdeva Engineering College for Girls, (Gharuan) Kharar. Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that Sachdeva Engineering College for Girls, (Gharuan) Kharar is not a public authority under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. He made  a written submission referring to a judgement of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India wherein the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India has held that the societies etc. are not public authorities if they are not owned, controlled and substantially financed by the State Government. 
The appellant again referred  to an  order passed by Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab on 30.11.2012 in CC No. 1617 of 2012 in which it had been held that Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 empowers the Commission to inquire into any complaint for denial of information. The plea of the appellant was   that though Sachdeva Engineering College was  not a public authority but it was  affiliated to Punjab Technical University which under its statue had the requisite powers to requisition information from the affiliated institutions and because of the statutory powers vested in the Punjab Technical University, the information could be accessed under  Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. A  copy of the order dated 30.11.2012 was  handed over to Ld. Counsel for the respondents, who assured that he would submit his response on the next date of hearing. A copy of the order 
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was  forwarded to Shri Gurmeet Sachdeva, Chairman, Sachdeva Engineering College for Girls, (Gharuan) Kharar for providing requisite information to the appellant, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents submits  his response, which is taken on record. Now both the parties are given an opportunity to prove their points on the next date of hearing.
8.

Adjourned to  13.11.2014  at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Charanjiv Singh,

Kothi No. 1, Dhaliwal Colony,

GPO Road,, 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.  1241 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri B. M. Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents. 



Dr.   Charanjiv Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23-7-2013,    addressed to PIO, office of Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought certain information in respect of University teachers who have been given promotion under old Rules during the period from  24.03.2011 to 22.07.2013.

2.

The  PIO sent  reply to the appellant vide letter No. 4503, dated 17.09.2013 informing him that the information asked for cannot be provided as per Punjab Government, Personnel Department(IAS Branch) Memo. No. 13/303/2010-IAS(9)/3581, dated 24.09.2010.  Being not satisfied with the reply, the appellant  filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated   10-10-2013   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005. The PIO  vide letter No. 8286, dated 25.11.2013  again sent a reply to the appellant reiterating the stand taken in their letter dated 17.09.2013.  On obtaining no information, the appellant subsequently approached 
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the Commission in second appeal vide application dated 14-03-2014 under the 

provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 18-3-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.05.2014.

3.

On 28.05.2014, Shri B. M. Singh, Counsel for the respondents, stated that the demanded information was  voluminous and the PIO was  not supposed to supply the information after compiling the same as had been desired by the appellant because it  was  time consuming.  The appellant informed  the Commission that in another case the PIO had recently supplied the information to the appellant after compiling the same. 

Consequently, after discussing the matter at length with both the parties, the respondent PIO was   directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing otherwise punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 20.08.2014.
4.

On 20.08.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the PIO of Punjabi University, Patiala had sought clarification from the Commission vide letter No. 1585/S-6/544/13/RTI Cell, dated 01.07.2014 whether information could   be provided to the appellant in view of  CWP No. 13516 of 2013, which is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. The respondent PIO was  again directed to supply complete information to the appellant as per his instant  RTI application,  as per the directions already issued by the Commission  vide order dated 28.05.2014,  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.
5.

A  copy of the information supplied to the appellant by the PIO vide letter No. 2037/S-6/544/13/RTI Cell, dated 04.09.2014 has been received in the Commission. A  letter dated 10.09.2014 has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend the hearing today due to certain family circumstances arising out of the death of his father. He has further informed that he is 
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not fully satisfied with the provided information. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.  Accordingly, the appellant is directed to point out deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
6.

On the request of the appellant, the case is adjourned to  19.11.2014  at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr.  Charanjiv Singh,

Kothi No. 1, Dhaliwal Colony,

GPO Road,, Patiala.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar Punjabi University, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Registrar Punjabi University, 
Patiala.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1242 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Dr. Charanjiv Singh, appellant, in person.

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



Dr.   Charanjiv Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 23-7-2013,  addressed to PIO, office of Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought certain information in respect of teachers to whom benefits of previous service has been given by the University during the period from 1996 to 22.07.2013.

2.

The  PIO sent  reply to the appellant vide letter No. 4488, dated 16.09.2013 informing him that the information asked for cannot be provided as per Punjab Government, Personnel Department(IAS Branch) Memo. No. 13/303/2010-IAS(9)/3581, dated 24.09.2010.  Being not satisfied with the reply, the appellant  filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated   10-10-2013   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005. The PIO  vide letter No. 8277, dated 22.11.2013  again sent a reply to the appellant reiterating the stand taken in their letter 

dated 16.09.2013.  On obtaining no information, the appellant subsequently approached 

the Commission in second appeal vide application dated 14-03-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission 
on 18-3-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 
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28.05.2014.
3.

On 28.05.2014, Shri Ashish Bansal, Counsel for the respondents, sought time to enable him to study the case and supply the information to the appellant. Accordingly, the respondent PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing otherwise punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 20.08.2014.
4.

On 20.08.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the PIO of Punjabi University, Patiala had sought clarification from the Commission vide letter No. 1585/S-6/544/13/RTI Cell, dated 01.07.2014 whether information could   be provided to the appellant in view of  CWP No. 13516 of 2013, which is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. The respondent PIO was  again directed to supply complete information to the appellant as per his instant  RTI application,  as per the directions already issued by the Commission  vide order dated 28.05.2014,  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.
5.

A  copy of the information supplied to the appellant by the PIO vide letter No. 2013/S-II/547/13/RTI Cell, dated 28.08.2014 has been received in the Commission. A  letter dated 10.09.2014 has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend the hearing today due to certain family circumstances arising out of the death of his father. He has further informed that he is 

not fully satisfied with the provided information. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.  Accordingly, the appellant is directed to point out deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 

6.

On the request of the appellant, the case is adjourned to  19.11.2014  at 2.00 P.M.








 











Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr.  Charanjiv Singh,

Kothi No. 1, Dhaliwal Colony,

GPO Road,, Patiala.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Registrar,  Punjabi University,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1243  of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Dr. Charanjiv Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri B. M. Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents. 



Dr.   Charanjiv Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23-7-2013,    addressed to PIO, office of Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought certain information in respect of University teachers who have been given promotion under old Rules during the period from  31.12.2008 to 23.03.2011.

2.

The  PIO sent  reply to the appellant vide letter No. 4803, dated 25.09.2013 informing him that the information asked for cannot be provided as per Punjab Government, Personnel Department(IAS Branch) Memo. No. 13/303/2010-IAS(9)/3581, dated 24.09.2010.  Being not satisfied with the reply, the appellant  filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated   24-10-2013   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005. The PIO  vide letter No. 8278, dated 25.11.2013  again sent a reply to the appellant reiterating the stand taken in their letter dated 25.09.2013.  On obtaining no information, the appellant subsequently approached 
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the Commission in second appeal vide application dated 14-03-2014 under the 

provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 18-3-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.05.2014.

3.

On 28.5.2014, Shri B. M. Singh, Counsel for the respondents, stated that the demanded information was  voluminous and the PIO was  not supposed to supply the information after compiling the same as had been desired by the appellant because it  was  time consuming.  The appellant informed  the Commission that in another case the PIO had recently supplied the information to the appellant after compiling the same. 

Consequently, after discussing the matter at length with both the parties, the respondent PIO was   directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing otherwise punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 20.08.2014.
4.

On 20.08.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the PIO of Punjabi University, Patiala had sought clarification from the Commission vide letter No. 1585/S-6/544/13/RTI Cell, dated 01.07.2014 whether information could   be provided to the appellant in view of  CWP No. 13516 of 2013, which is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. The respondent PIO was  again directed to supply complete information to the appellant as per his instant  RTI application,  as per the directions already issued by the Commission  vide order dated 28.05.2014,  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.
5.

A  copy of the information supplied to the appellant by the PIO vide letter No. 2041/S-III/541/13/RTI Cell, dated 04.09.2014 has been received in the Commission. A  letter dated 10.09.2014 has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend the hearing today due to certain family circumstances arising out of the death of his father. He has further informed that he is 
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not fully satisfied with the provided information. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.  Accordingly, the appellant is directed to point out deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 

6.

On the request of the appellant, the case is adjourned to  19.11.2014  at 2.00 P.M.

 







     Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,
Flat No. 606, Chinar Apartment,

Peer Mushalla, Dhakoli, Zirakpur,
District: Mohali.







…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, Y.R.S. Polytechnic College,
Ferozepur Road, Moga – 142001.




…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1734 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, complainant, in person.

None for the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated18.04.2014   addressed to the respondent, Shri               Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, sought particulars of students who are getting benefit of Post Matric Scholarship Scheme for SC and OBC and the details of total amount received from the Government alongwith details of any other Fund/Grant/Reimbursement of Fee etc. received from the Government during the academic year 2011-2012, 2012-2013, 2013-2014.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Sardavinder Goyal filed a complaint dated 20.06.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on the same day  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 complainant states that no information has been supplied to him. He submits a copy of order passed by Shri Parveen Kumar and Shri Satinder Pal Singh, 
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State Information Commissioners  on 23.09.2013 in CC-804/2013 in which  it has been 
held that Y.R.S. Polytechnic College,Ferozepur Road, Moga is a public authority. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. He is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of factual position of the case. 
4.

Adjourned to 02.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

Flat No. 606, Chinar Apartment,

Peer Mushalla, Dhakoli, Zirakpur,

District: Mohali.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, D.A.V. University,

Village: Sarmastpur, Jalandhar-Pathankot Highway,

(NH-44), Jalandhar – 144012.





…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1735 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, complainant, in person.

Dr. Vikas Kahol,PIO-cum-Director Public Relations, D.A.V. University, Jalandhar, on behalf of the respondents. 


Vide RTI application dated 28.03.2014   addressed to the respondent, Shri               Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, sought information/documents with regard to recruitment against the post of Clerk-cum-data entry operator/store clerk/receptionist.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Sardavinder Goyal filed a complaint dated 20.06.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on the same day  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 PIO vide letter dated 06.09.2014 has informed the Commission that  
the RTI application has not been duly  filled in as name of payee has not been indicated in the attached Postal Order and the applicant has not approached the First Appellate Authority. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 
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12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a 

complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have 

no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As 

such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.











 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Ram Murti Kaur,
W/o Shri Dalip Singh,

Village: Bollar  Kalan, P.O.: Bhankhar,

District: Partiala.







…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,
SANAUR  AT  PATIALA.






…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1745 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None  for the parties.


Vide RTI application dated 25.02.2014  addressed to the respondent, Smt. Ram Murti Kaur,  sought attested copies of letter No. 2227, dated 13.07.2012 written to SHO, Police Staton Sanaur for taking necessary action against Shri Baldev Singh, Panch and Shri Mohinder Singh for stealing  50 bags of cement and 4000 bricks.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Smt. Ram Murti Kaur  filed a complaint dated 18.06.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 20.06.2014  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.

A letter dated 11.09.2014 has been received from the complainant requesting the Commission to adjourn the case as her Counsel is unable to attend the hearing today due to death of his son. 
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4.

The PIO-cum-BDPO, Sanaur is directed to supply the 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. 
5.

A copy of the order is forwarded to District Development and Panchyat Officer, Patiala to ensure the compliance of the order of the Commission.
6.

On the request of the complainant, the case is adjourned to 02.12.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:
District Development and Panchayat Officer,

REGISTERED

Patiala.
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.






…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Punjabi University,
Patiala.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1755 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Hassan Sardar,  complainant, in person.
Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 10.04.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Hassan Sardar, sought various information/documents with regard to the allegation leveled against him for copying secret files.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Hassan Sardar filed a complaint dated  18.06.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 23.06.2014  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.

A letter No. 1863/S-6/163-14/RTI Cell, dated 07.08.2014 has been received from the PIO informing the Commission that a reply has been furnished to the complainant vide letter No. 1190/S-6/163-14/RTI Cell, dated 24.04.2014 that a CWP No. 25696 of 2013 relating to the said matter is pending in the Court and thus the matter is subjuddice and hence the information cannot be provided. The complainant states 
that he  is not satisfied with the reply of the PIO. In these circumstances, it is relevant 
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to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a 

complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have 

no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As 

such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be 
 given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurpreet Singh,
S/o Shri Gurnam Singh,
 H.No. 3211, Sector: 35-D, 
Chandigarh..








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o District Transport Officer,
Moga.









…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1757 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Gurpreet Singh, complainant, in person.
None for the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 12.05.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri               Gurpreet Singh sought various information/documents with regard to ownership/transfer detail of Vehicle No. PB-29G-7259 alongwith Make & Model Number since 2010.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Gurpreet Singh  filed a complaint dated 17.06.2014  with the Commission,  which was received in it on 17.06.2014  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.

A perusal of copy of  letter No. 2328/DTO,  dated 20.05.2014 from the PIO-cum-DTO, Moga, addressed to the complaint, reveals that the information has already been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 1704, dated 23.01.2014. 
4.

The complainant states that he has sought information at 7 points  and the provided information is incomplete. He also requests for inspection of record. 
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5.

None  is present for the respondents. Therefore, PIO-cum-DTO,  Moga is directed to supply point-wise complete information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provision of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.
6.

Adjourned to  02.12.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Mohan Singh,
S/o Shri Matoo Ram,
Village: Kharoda, Block: Sirhind,
Tehsil & District: Fatehgarh Sahib.




…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,
Sirhind.








…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1761 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Mohan Singh, complainant, in person.
Shri Tejinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Sirhind, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 28.03.2014  addressed to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Fatehgarh Sahib, Shri Mohan Singh, sought various information/documents with regard to auction of land by former Gram Panchayat Khroda during 2008-2013 and detail of grants received and expenditure incurred on various works. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Mohan Singh filed a complaint dated 17.06.2014 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on  the same day  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 complainant states that no information has been supplied to him so far despite the directions of DDPO, Fatehgarh Sahib to BDPO, Sirhind to supply the information within 2 days. Shri Tejinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary states that the 
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information asked for by the complainant  is vague. Consequently, RTI application of the complainant is perused. After going through the information asked for by the complainant, the BDPO, Sirhind is directed to supply complete information to the complainant as per his RTI application before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
4.

A copy of the order is forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Fatehgarh Sahib to ensure the compliance of the orders of the Commission.
5.

Adjourned to 19.11.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 11-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:
1.
District Development and Panchayat Officer,
REGISTERED


Fatehgarh Sahib.

2.
Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

REGISTERED



Sirhind.
