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 Puneet Sharma, Counsel for 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 Contd……p/2
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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 today.
6.

Today, the appellant states that the information asked for at Point No. 4 has been supplied whereas the remaining information has not been supplied as it relates to Sachdeva Engineering College for Girls, (Gharuan) Kharar. Ld. Counsel for the respondents states that Sachdeva Engineering College for Girls, (Gharuan) Kharar is not a public authority under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. He makes 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. 


7.

The appellant again refers 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 is  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 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 is handed over to Ld. Counsel for the respondents, who assures that he will submit his response on the next date of hearing. 
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8.

A copy of the order is 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. 
9.

Adjourned to  11.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC

Shri Gurmeet Sachdeva, 




REGISTERED

Chairman, 

Sachdeva Engineering College for Girls, 
(Gharuan) Kharar

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Lt. Col. J. S. Paul,,

11,  Leather Complex, Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar – 144021.






…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o  Punjab Effluent Treatment Society of Tanneries,

09, Leather Complex, Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o  Punjab Effluent Treatment Society of Tanneries,

09, Leather Complex, Jalandhar.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.2180 of 2013

Order

Present: 
Lt. Col. J. S.  Paul, Appellant, in person.
Shri Nitish Kumar Handa, Advocate, on behalf of  Shri Vijay Kumar Handa, Counsel for the respondents.  



In this case on 11.02.2014,  the respondent stated that the appellant had asked for personal information of 56 members of the Society and most of the members had not given their consent to supply their information, being third party. Consequently, information asked for by the appellant was perused and found that the same was not third party information. Accordingly, the respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant, free of cost, before the next date of hearing . the case was adjourned to 01.04.2014.

2.

On 01.04.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that as desired by the appellant, copies of bills had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant stated 

that complete information had not been supplied to him as yet. After detailed discussion, 
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the appellant was  asked to give in writing the specific information which was  still pending. Accordingly, the appellant submitted  in writing the information still required by him. One copy of the written submission of the appellant was  handed over to the Ld. Counsel for the respondents. The PIO was  directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant. The case was adjourned for 22.05.2014.
3.

On 22.05.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that a Civil Writ Petition had been filed by the appellant in the Hon’ble Court in 2012 and no stay had been granted to the appellant. He further stated that as the case was  subjudice, he wanted  to make a written submission in this regard to request the Commission that information might  not be allowed to be supplied to the appellant.  He sought  time to enable him to make the written submission, which was  granted. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Shri Nitish Kumar, Advocate, appearing on behalf of Shri Vijay Kumar Handa, Counsel for the respondents,  makes a written submission from Shri Vijay Kumar Handa,  Counsel for the respondents asserting that the matter is subjudice as the appellant has already filed two Civil Writ Petitions in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. A copy of the written submission is handed over to the appellant. The appellant is directed to submit his reply to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
5.

Adjourned to 10.09.2014  at 2.00 P.M.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.08.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Harwinder Singh,

House No. 364, B-6,

Friends Colony, 

Nawanshahr – 144514.






…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Public Instructions(Colleges), Punjab,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.






…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 922 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Harwinder Singh, complainant, in person.
Shri Jatinder Puri, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(C), Punjab, Mohali, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 29.01.2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri Harwinder Singh  sought various information/documents with regard to conversion of Unaided Lecturer Posts to Aided Lecturer Posts alongwith copies of conversion orders.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Harwinder Singh, filed a complaint dated 12.03.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 14.03.2014           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  27.05.2014.
3.

On 27.05.2014, Shri Jatinder Puri, appearing on behalf of the respondent, sought  some more time to enable him to supply requisite complete information, which was  granted. However, the respondent PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 20 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
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4.

Today, the complainant states that irrelevant and incomplete information has been supplied to him. The complainant is directed to point out deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO. He is also advised to ask for specific information as it is not possible to provide voluminous information under Section 7(9) of RTI Act, 2005. Consequently, he requests that information in respect of 5 cases may be provided to him. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to provide duly attested  requisite information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 
5.

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








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Satnam Singh,

Street No. 2, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

KOTKAPURA, District: Faridkot.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjabi University, Patiala.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1174 of 2014   

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



Shri Satnam Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 11.10.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought photocopies of result B.Ed. declared by Punjabi  University Patiala in respect of Government College of Education, Faridkot for the session 2001-2002.
2.

The PIO sent a reply to the appellant vide letter No. 8114/S-5/854-13/RTI Cell, dated 24.10.2013. Being not satisfied with the reply, Shri Satnam Singh filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 12.11.2013                 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 08.03.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 12.03.2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 27.05.2014.
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3.

On 27.05.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents submitted  a letter No. 1350/S-II/854-13/RTI Cell, dated 23.05.2014 from the PIO enclosing therewith copies of two letters No. 8114, dated 24.10.2013 and No. 728, dated 05.02.2014 vide which the appellant had been asked  to purchase a  copy of the Gazette priced Rs. 100/-  and furnish them the roll number so that the result could be furnished to him. 
The appellant stated that he did  not know the roll number. Then a detailed discussion was  held in the court about the information asked for by the appellant. After hearing both the parties, respondent PIO  was  directed to supply a  complete copy of the result of B.Ed. Class for the session 2001-2002 in respect of Government College of Education, Faridkot, free of cost,  within 20 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs the Commission that requisite information has been sent to the appellant by registered post on 08.07.2014. He produces a receipt issued by the post authorities, which  is taken on record. 
5.

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

6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:12-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Sukhwinder Kaur,

# 89, Village: Buraj Kalaran,

P.O. Hafoor, Block: Jagraon,

District: Ludhiana – 142031.





…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Jagraon.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Jagraon.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1187 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Bakhshish Singh, on behalf of the appellant. 
None for the respondents.


Smt.  Sukhwinder Kaur,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  18.07.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Jagraon,  sought Action Taken Report on her application  regarding refund of Rs. 43,000/-.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 22.08.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 15.01.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 13.03.2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 27.05.2014.

3.

On 27.05.2014, Shri Bakhshish Singh, appearing on behalf of the appellant, stated that the Action Taken Report on the representation of the appellant 
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had not been supplied to her despite repeated requests. Accordingly, Block 
Development and Panchayat Officer, Jagraon  was  directed to provide requisite information to the appellant within 20 days under intimation to the Commission and to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the delay caused in the instant case. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Despite the issuance of directions on the last date of hearing to the BDPO, Jagraon to supply the requisite information to the appellant within 20 days and to be present in person to explain delay caused in the supply of the information, the BDPO is again not present today nor any intimation has been received from him. Viewing the deliberate delay in the supply of information and disobedience of the orders of the Commission by BDPO, Jagraon, seriously, he is issued a show-cause notice to explain reasons through a duly sworn  affidavit as to  why a penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of requisite information to the appellant and as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information in the instant case. He is also afforded an opportunity of personal hearing to him before taking  action as explained above, failing which ex-parte proceedings will be initiated against him.
5.

A copy of the order is forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana to ensure that requisite information is supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing and BDPO, Jagraon is present in person   on the next date of hearing alongwith reply to the show-cause notice issued to him.
6.

Adjourned to 30.10.2014  at 2.00 P.M.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:12-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

District Development and Panchayat Officer,
REGISTERED


Ludhiana.


Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

REGISTERED



Jagraon, District: Ludhiana.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Malagar Singh,

General Secretary,

H.No.15/7 Anand Nagar B,

Patiala-147001.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Public Instructions

(Colleges,) Sector 62, Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Director Public Instructions

(Colleges),.Pb.Sector 62, Mohali.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1239 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Malagar Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Jaswant Chopra, Senior Assistant, office of DPI Colleges, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri Malagar Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 28-8-2013,       addressed to PIO, office of  D.P.I.(Colleges), Punjab, Mohali, sought certain information with regard to promotions of Senior Assistants and Superintendents in a provided Performa working in N.C.C. Wing. 

2.

The Assistant Director sent a reply to the appellant vide Memo. No. 2442, dated 17.10.2013. Being not satisfied with the reply, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated    9-11-2013   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  12-3-2014  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.
Contd……p/2

AC- 1239 of 2014   


-2- 
3.

On 28.05.2014, the respondent stated that information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant made  a written submission, which was  taken on record. Vide  the written submission  he had informed  the Commission that incomplete information had been provided to him. He requested  that he might  be supplied duly attested copies of orders of promotions and copies of Roster Register. 
Accordingly, the respondent PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 20 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant but the appellant states that he has not received the same. Consequently, the status of provided information is discussed in detail and the appellant points out deficiencies to the respondent in the court today. Accordingly, it is directed that a complete set of duly attested requisite information be brought on the next date of hearing for handing over the same to the appellant in the court. 
5.

Adjourned to 29.10.2014  at 2.00 P.M. 









Sd/-




 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Avtar Singh,

Village Kheri Maniya, P.O.Kaliyan

Tehsil & District:  Patiala-147001.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar Punjab Nursing

Registration Council

SCO No. 109, Sector: 40-C,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Registrar Punjab Nursing


Registration Council,

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


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1269 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Avtar Singh, appellant, in person.
None for the respondents. 


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

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 14-12-2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 

and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 19-3-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was 

received in the Commission on 20-3-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was 
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issued to the parties for 28.05.2014.
3.

On 28.05.2014, a telephonic message had been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend the court due to some urgent domestic affairs. 
The respondent submitted  a letter No. PNRC/2014/3388, dated 28.05.2014 from the PIO, which  was  taken on record. Vide this letter it had been informed  that complete information had been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. PNRC/2014/7379. Dated 27.05.2014.  Since the appellant was  not present,   he was directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information  to the PIO with a copy to the Commission.  The case was adjourned for today.
4.

A letter No. PNRC/2014/8682, dated 08.08.2014 has been received from Smt. Charanjit Kaur Cheema, PIO, Punjab Nurses Registration Council, Chandigarh requesting for adjournment of the case to another date due to exams of GNM & ANM Courses from 07.08.2014 to 14.08.2014. However, the PIO is directed to supply requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. 
5.

On the request of the PIO, the case is adjourned to 15.10.2014  at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-


 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Narinder Singh,

Assistant Professor, Govt. Home

Science College, Sector 10,

Chandigarh.









…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1233 of 2014   

Present: 
Shri Narinder Singh, appellant, in person.
Dr. B. M. Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri   Narinder Singh,   Appellant, vide an RTI application dated  24-8-2013 , addressed to PIO, office of Punjabi University Patiala,  sought certain information on six  points regarding appointment on the post of Assistant Professor in Sport Science.

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   31-01-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal vide application dated 18-3-2014 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, Ld. Counsel for the respondents submitted a letter No.1305, dated 15.05.2014, from the PIO, which  was  taken on 
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record. A copy of this letter  had also been sent to the appellant. Ld. Counsel for the respondents 
 stated that 
some information had been supplied to the appellant but  some information had not been supplied, being confidential. 
Since the appellant was not present, he was  directed to send his observations, if any, on  the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case  was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the appellant hands over his observations on the provided information to the Ld. Counsel for the respondents. The respondent PIO is directed to supply complete information in view of the observations/deficiencies  submitted by the appellant.
5.

Adjourned to 30.10.2014  at 2.00 P.M.







 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Kaka Singh,

Secretary, The Lohar Majra

Kalan, MPCASS Ltd. Village

Lohar Kajra Kalan,Tehsil Amloh,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Amloh,

District:  Fatehgarh Sahib.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Fatehgarh Sahib.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1217 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Kaka Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Bir Davinder Singh,  Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri  Kaka Singh   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22-3-2013       , addressed to PIO, office of  o/o Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Amloh, District:  Fatehgarh Sahib. sought photocopy of Attendance Register of The Lohar Majra Kalan, MPSASS Ltd. since 25.07.2012.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated   27-11-2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 13-3-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, 
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which was received in the Commission on18-3-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.05.2014.
3.

On 28.05.2014, the appellant stated that information had not been supplied to him so far. The respondent made  a written submission  from Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Amloh, which was  taken on record. Vide the written submission, it had been informed that Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has granted stay in Civil Writ Petition No. 20288 of 2009 and L.P.A. No. 2223 of 2011 due to which information had not been supplied to the appellant. The appellant stated that the stay had been vacated by the Hon’ble Court and he might  be supplied the requisite information.  Accordingly, the appellant ws  directed to send a copy of vacation orders  passed by the Court to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the appellant is not able to produce any stay order from the Court. Since stay has been granted by Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP No. 20288 of 2009 and LPA No. 2223 of 2011, as has been submitted by the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 








Sd/-




 
Chandigarh


   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-08-2014



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Manjit Singh,

S/o Shri Tara Singh,

House No. 309, Gali No. 5, 

Sant Avenue, Amritsar.






…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Tarn-Taran.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,


Tarn-Taran.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2262 of 2013    

Order

Present: 
None is present on behalf of the appellant. 
Shri Mohanjit Singh, Clerk, Sub-Registrar Office, Tarn-Taran on behalf of the respondents.


The case was last heard on 19.02.2014, when the respondent stated that the information had been provided to the appellant on 14 points as per his application dated 06.07.2013. He submitted  a copy of the provided information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. The appellant stated that the provided information iwas  incomplete, false, wrong and unattested. A perusal of the case file revealed  that the appellant had demanded information vide two applications dated 24.06.2013 and 06.07.2013. Vide application dated 06.07.2013 he had asked for information on 14 points which had been provided but the same had not been attested and vide application dated 24.06.2013 he had asked for information on 10 points which had not been provided so far. A detailed discussion  was  held in the court regarding the status 
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of the information. Consequently, it  was  directed that the information provided on 14 points as per application dated 06.07.2013 be duly attested and the information on 10 points as per application dated  24.06.2013 be provided before the next date of hearing. As  it had already been directed that the information be provided free of cost as the same had  not been supplied within stipulated period, under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, an amount of Rs. 550/-(Rupees five hundred fifty only) got deposited from  the appellant as documents charges,  be refunded immediately to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 24.04.2014, which was further adjourned for 10.06.2014 due to Lok Sabha Elections.

2.

On 10.06.2014, a letter No. Reader/908, dated 30.05.2014 had been received from Sub-Divisional Magistrate-cum-Land Acquisition Collector, Tarn-Taran informing the Commission that an amount of Rs. 400/- has been deposited by the appellant as document charges  vide Challan No. 12415157, dated 22.07.2013 and  the appellant had been asked to attend their office to clarify whether Rs. 400/- or Rs. 550/- had  been deposited by him. It had been assured that after seeking clarification, the exact amount deposited by the appellant would  be refunded to him. The appellant reiterated that incomplete and mis-leading information had been supplied to him. The appellant was  directed to submit in black and white the deficiencies in the provided information  to the PIO with a copy to the Commission and the respondent was  directed to supply  complete information after removing the deficiencies before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, Shri Mohanjit Singh, Clerk, Sub-Registrar Office, Tarn-Taran, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submits an affidavit from Smt. Anupreet Kaur, PCS, Sub Divisional Magistrate, Tarn Taran, which is taken on record. In the affidavit, the SDM has submitted that the applicant has been provided all the required documents and in compliance of the order dated 10.06.2014 passed by the Commission, an amount of Rs. 550/- has been refunded to the appellant. 
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4.

The appellant is not present nor any intimation from him regarding non-supply of information has been received, which shows that he has received the information vis-à-vis the refund amount of Rs. 550/- and is satisfied. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.08.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sanjeev Kumar,

Adarsh Nagar, Tagore Street,

Ward No.10,New Basti, Mansa-151505.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Punjabi University,

Patiala.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1621 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant.
Ms. Anuradha Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 12-02-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Sanjeev Kumar  sought M.A. Punjabi Degree of his wife Smt. Alka Modgill, Regd. No. SUS(S)84 relating to Sesskon 1991-1993.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Sanjeev Kumar  filed a complaint dated 30-05-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  03-06-2014   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.

On 16.07.2014, the PIO vide  letter No. 1587/S-7/172-14/RTI Cell, dated 01.07.2014 had  informed  the Commission that the detailed  information had been sent to the complainant vide letter No. 1252-S-7/172-14/RTI Cell, dated 06.05.2014 informing the complainant that Degree could not be sent to him due to non-availability of his  address in their record and now Duplicate Degree could  be obtained from the Verification Cell after submitting  the prescribed form and depositing the prescribed fees for the purpose. 
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4.

Ld. Counsel for the respondent reiterated that the Degree could not be sent to the complainant due to non-availability of his address with the University 

Authorities and now Duplicate Degree could  be obtained by submitting  prescribed form duly filled in and depositing the prescribed fees. The complainant asserted   that it could not be believed that his address  was  not available  with the University and alleged that the Degree had not been sent knowingly just to harass him. 

5.

After hearing both the parties, the complainant was  advised to contact the PIO-cum-Registrar of Punjabi University Patiala to get the Duplicate Degree after filling in the prescribed form and depositing the prescribed fees and the PIO-cum-Registrar, was  directed to issue the requisite degree without any further delay, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondent informs the Commission that the complainant has not approached the PIO-cum-Registrar for obtaining Duplicate Degree. 
7.

While providing one more opportunity to the complainant to obtain the requisite information, if he so desires,  the case is adjourned to  30.10.2014 at 2.00 P.M. 









Sd/-




Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
