STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Devinder Singh s/o  Shri Pal Singh,

Village: Dhurkot Charat Singh Wala,

PO:Dala, Distt. Moga.






…Complainant


Versus

Public Information Officer







o/o Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad & Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda.








…Respondent


Complaint  Case No.   1223 of 2015  

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant.
Smt. Baljit Kaur, Deputy C.E.O. and  Shri Balwinder Singh, Clerk, ,Zila Parishad, Bathinda,  on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated  18-02-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Devinder Singh  sought various information pertaining to Quomi Sakharta Mission and the facilities provided to the employees to impart education to the illiterate.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri   Devinder Singh  filed a complaint dated  08-05-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on   12-05-2015 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 14.07.2015 has been received from the complainant informing that another identical case is pending in the Commission which is being heard by  Shri Ajit Singh Chanduraian, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. He has requested that the instant case CC-1223 of 2015 may be closed. 
4.

Accordingly,  on the request of the complainant, the instant case is disposed of and closed.



 





Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
           (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  12-08-2015

            

 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Devinder Singh s/o  Shri Pal Singh,

Village: Dhurkot Charat Singh Wala,

PO:Dala, Distt. Moga.







          …Complainant


Versus

Public Information Officer







o/o District Education Officer (Secondary Education), Bathinda.


…Respondent


Complaint  Case No.  1224 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.
Shri Jaskewal Singh, Head Teacher, Government Primary School, Ghaughiana, on behalf of the respondent.
 



Vide RTI application dated 18-02-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Devinder Singh  sought various information regarding Sarv Shikhiya Abhiyan established by the Government of India.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Devinder Singh  filed a complaint dated  08-05-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 12-05-2015 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 14.07.2015 has been received from the complainant informing that another identical case is pending in the Commission which is being heard by  Shri Ajit Singh Chanduraian, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. He has requested that the instant case CC-1224 of 2015 may be closed. 

4.

Shri Jaskewal Singh, Head Teacher, Government Primary School, Ghaughiana,  appearing on behalf of the respondent, has brought the requisite information for handing over to the complainant. Since the complainant is not present and he has requested to close the case, the respondent is directed to send the information to the complainant by registered post. He submits a copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
4.

Accordingly,  on the request of the complainant, the instant case is disposed of and closed.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
            (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  12-08-2015

            

 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhagwan Dass s/o Shri Madan Lal,

Village: Buzarak via Ghagga, Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala- 147102.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer







o/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.




…Respondent


Complaint  Case No.  1230 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.
Shri Harpreet Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, office of S.D.M. Samana  and Shri Atul Kumar, Clerk, office of D.C. Patiala,  on behalf of the respondent.
 



Vide RTI application dated  05-03-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Bhagwan Dass sought various information  regarding action taken on his application registered at serial No. 282, dated 26-09-2014 addressed to the Deputy Commissioner.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Bhagwan Dass filed a complaint dated  06-05-2015 with the Commission, which was received in it on 12-05-2015 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant in CC-3325 of 2014 which was disposed of on 18.05.2015. He further informs that the information has again been supplied to the complainant on 05.08.2015. He submits a letter No. 926, dated 11.08.2015 from D.C.Patiala containing detail of provided information, which is taken on record. 
4.

In case the complainant is still not satisfied with the provided information, then his attention is invited 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 
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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.

5.

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.

6.

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. 

7.

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: 12-08-2015

            

 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Gupta,

Gali No. 12, Janta Colony, Rampura Phool,

Distt. Bathinda.







……….Complainant


Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o Arya High School, Mandi Phool, Distt. Bathinda.


………Respondent
Complaint  Case No.   1243 of 2015  

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.




Vide RTI application dated 20-11-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri Ashok Gupta sought various information regarding number of court cases which are pending and are under litigation and the expenses incurred on contesting them. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri   Ashok Gupta  filed a complaint dated  30-04-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 05-05-2015 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 11.08.2015 has been received through e-mail from the complainant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health of his wife. He has further informed that no information has been provide to him by the PIO as yet. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 

4.

Today, the respondent is not present without any intimation nor the information has been supplied to the complainant. Viewing the callous attitude of the respondent PIO seriously, he is directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.
5.

Adjourned to  17.09.2015 at  11.00 AM.  for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.





 




Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
        (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  12-08-2015

            

 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ashok Gupta,

Gali No. 12, Janta Colony, Rampura Phool,

Distt. Bathinda.







…Complainant










Versus

Public Information Officer






…Respondent

o/o District Education Office (SE),,

Bathinda.










Complaint  Case No. 1241 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.


Shri Maghi Ram, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated  January, 2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri   Ashok Gupta    sought various information/documents regarding RTI case No. 2879/2014 and not providing information on points from serial no. 1 to 5 and one some other points.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Ashok Gupta   filed a complaint dated  30-04-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 05-05-2015  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 11.08.2015 has been received through e-mail from the complainant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health of his wife. He has further informed that no information has been provide to him by the PIO as yet. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
4.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant by registered post on 07.08.2015. He submits a copy of provided information to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
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5.

In case the complainant is not satisfied with the provided information, then his attention is invited 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.

6.

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.

7.

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. 

8.

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:  12-08-2015

          
  
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Tarsem Jindal s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala- 148101.







…Complainant









Versus

Public Information Officer







o/o Tehsildar, Barnala.






…Respondent


Complaint  Case No.   1197 of 2015  

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.



Shri Harinder Singh, Steno, on behalf of the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated  04-02-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Tarsem Jindal   sought various information/documents regarding attestation of Vasika No.3389 dated 20-01-2015.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Tarsem Jindal filed a complaint dated  09-05-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 11-05-2015 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 07.08.2015 has been received from the complainant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today. He has also informed that no reply has been received from Tehsildar Barnala. He has requested to decide the matter on the basis of documents submitted by him. 
4.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 197/RTI, dated 27.07.2015 from PIO-cum-Tehsildar Barnala vide which he has informed that the complainant has been informed vide letter No. 96/RTI, dated 28.04.2015 that an inquiry is being conducted into the matter by him and  as when the inquiry is complete, requisite information will be supplied to him.  In case, the complainant is not satisfied, then his attention is invited 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.

5.

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.

6.

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. 

7.

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: 12-08-2015

            

 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Nazar Singh s/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

Village: Gobindgarh, PO: Jugiana,

Distt. Ludhiana- 141017.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer






…Respondent

o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector-62.\,

SAS Nagar.










Complaint  Case No.  1245 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Smt. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application date 09--01-2014 addressed to the respondent, Shri Nazar Singh  sought various information regarding action taken report by the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), Ludhiana on letter No. 3867, dated 13-09-2013.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri   Nazar Singh filed a complaint dated  11-05-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 13-05-2015   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.
3.

Today, the respondent submits a Memo. No. 6/94/2012-Ludhiana/6262, dated 11.08.2015 from the PIO vide which it has been informed that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant in CC-843 of 2014  and AC-3222 of 2014,  which have been disposed of by Shri B.C. Thakur, State Information Commission, Punjab on 06.05.2014 and 08.01.2015 respectively. 
4.

In case the complainant is still not satisfied, then his attention is invited 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 
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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.

5.

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.

6.

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. 

7.

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:  12-08-2015

            

 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Nazar Singh s/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

Village: Gobindgarh, PO: Jugiana,

Distt. Ludhiana- 141017.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer







Tehsildar (East ) Ludhiana.





…Respondent


Complaint  Case No.   1272 of 2015  

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Kuldeep Singh, Patwari, office of Naib Tehsildar, Sahnewal, on behalf of the respondent.
 



Vide RTI application dated  13-04-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Nazar Singh sought various information/documents regarding number of registration deeds got registered after the mutation No. 1946 of village panchayat land of Gobindgarh.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri   Nazar  Singh   filed a complaint dated  13-05-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  18-05-2015  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.
3.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 230-231, dated 11.08.2015 from Naib Tehsildar Sahnewal vide which he has informed the complainant that Tehsil  Sahnewal came into existence in 2011 and the sought information is old, which is available in the office of Tehsildar, Ludhiana(East). Accordingly, Tehsildar Ludhiana(East) is directed to supply requisite information to the complainant. 
4.

The complainant is not present, without any intimation. In case he does not receive any information or is not satisfied with the provided information, then his attention is invited to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 
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CC- 1272 of 2015  
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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.

5.

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.

6.

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. 

7.

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:  12-08-2015

            
 
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Devinder Singh,

Ram Dass Street 1, Plot 11,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.






…Complainant


Versus

Public Information Officer







o/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.




…Respondent


Complaint  Case No.  1257 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
Shri Devinder Singh, complainant, in person.
Shri Navdeep Kumar, H.R.C., D.C. Office, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondent.
 



Vide RTI application dated  17-03-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Devinder Singh  sought certified copy of Registry Visaka No. 74, dated 12-04-1979.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Devinder Singh filed a complaint dated  02-05-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 08-05-2015 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.
3.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 2403/RTI/HRC, dated 11.08.2014 from Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana vide which it has been informed that the sought information relates to the year 1979 and thus is 36 years old. It has been further informed that some record of the office was destroyed due to flood water and  a fire,  which broke out in the record room. It has been submitted that despite best efforts , the  relevant record has not been traced out and thus it is not possible to supply the requisite information to the complainant
4.

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









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  12-08-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sat Pal S/o Chhaju Ram,

Village-Dhira District Pathankot.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Education Officer (E),

Pathankot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer (E),


Pathankot.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  75 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri Sat Pal, Appellant, in person.

Shri Malkeet Singh, Assistant Project Coordinator(General) and Shri Pardeep Kumar, District Resource Person, office of D.E.O.(E), Pathankot,   on behalf of the respondents


Shri Sat Pal Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 10  points regarding grants given to schools  under Sarv Sikhiya Abhiyan .

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  20-10-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   15-12--2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 17-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.03.2015.

3.

On 25.03.2015,  the appellant informed  that he deposited Rs. 484/- as document charges against which information running into 110 pages in respect of 
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Points No. 1 and 2 had been supplied to him, which was  incorrect. The information regarding remaining 8 points had  not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, the PIO 
was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. He was  also directed to explain the reasons for delay personally on 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 04.06.2015.
4.

On 04.06.2015,  the appellant informed  that the provided information was incomplete and had  not been attested. On the directions of the Commission, the appellant gave  in writing the deficiencies in the provided information, which were  handed over to the respondent and a copy  was  retained  in the Commission File. Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to attest the provided information and supply the remaining information in view of the deficiencies pointed out by 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 21.07.2015.
5.

On 21.07.2015,  none was  present on behalf of the respondent. A telephonic message was  received from the respondent informing that he   was  unable to attend the hearing due to ill health. Viewing the absence  of the respondent vis-à-vis callous and lackadaisical attitude being adopted by  the PIO in this case, seriously, a Show-Cause Notice was  issued to the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005,  to explain in  writing the reasons through a duly attested affidavit on the next date of hearing  as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him, failing which the case would  be decided ex-parte. Besides, he was  directed to provide the complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the respondent has brought the information running into 110 pages and hands over the same to the appellant. After perusing the information, the appellant point out the  deficiencies in the provided information, in black and white, to the respondent. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information after removing the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant. 
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7.

The appellant submits that he deposited Rs. 500/- as document charges whereas the information running into 110 pages has been supplied to him. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to refund Rs. 280/-(500 – 2 x 110) to the appellant.
8.

The respondent submits  reply to the Show-Cause Notice through a  duly attested  affidavit  dated 10.08.2015 from Smt. Ansuia Devi,  PIO-cum-DEO(E) Pathankot in which the PIO has submitted that the delay occurred in the supply of information in the instant case  is neither intentional nor deliberate. She has tendered an unconditional and unqualified apology for the same. The plea put forth by the PIO is accepted and no action is ordered to be taken under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 against the PIO.
9.

Adjourned to 17.09.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-08-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhushan Kumar S/o Shri Amrit Lal,

C/o M/s Bhushan General Store,

Opposite Dr. Grover, Near Bus Stand,

 Rampura Phool – 151103, District: Bathinda.



…Appellant

                    Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer(SE),

Bathinda – 151001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer(SE),

Bathinda – 151001.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1243 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Maghi Ram, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Bhushan Kumar, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  06.05.2014, addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his complaint dated 20.11.2013 against Smt. Suresh Rani, Drawing Teacher. 

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  08.12.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 01.04.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 09.04.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 30.06.2015.

3.

A letter dated 27.06.2015 was  received from the appellant informing  that he was  unable to attend hearing  on 30.06.2015 due to ill health of his mother. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
Contd…..p/2

AC- 1243 of 2015  



-2-
4.

The respondent informed  that requisite information had  been sent to the appellant. Since the appellant  was  not present, the respondent  was  directed  to  send 

one more copy of information to the appellant and the appellant  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 to 29.07.2015.
5.

On 29.07.2015,  the appellant was  not present without any intimation . The respondent informed  that as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, one more copy of information had been sent to the appellant and after receiving some deficiencies from the appellant, complete information was sent to the appellant by registered post on 28.07.2015. He submitted  a copy of provided information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. Accordingly, the appellant 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.
6.

Today, the respondent informs that no observations, on the provided information, have been received from the appellant till date. He requests that the case may be closed. 

7.

The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observation, on the provided information, has been received from him, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information. 


8.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-08-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Darshan Singh,

Village Channi Nand Singh,

PO-Chanaur-144306 Mukerian, District Hoshiarpur.



…Appellant
                                         Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Mukerian, District: Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner, 
Hoshiarpur.

…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1529 of 2014    

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

Shri Farman Masih, Panchayat Officer and Shri Balkar Singh, Panchayat Secretary,  on behalf of the respondents.


The case was last heard on 06.08.2014 by Shri B.C.Thakur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. Though a copy of the bill of repair of Panchayat Ghar was supplied to the appellant, the appellant was not satisfied stating that it is not the bill for repair of Panchayat Ghar. Accordingly, Shri Yudhvir Singh, BDPO, Mukerian was directed to file self attested affidavit  certifying the facts about the genuineness  of the bill. He was also directed to certify that the information supplied to the appellant regarding Point No. 6 is complete, correct and as per office record  and nothing has been concealed. The BDPO was also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing with his written submissions and affidavit. The case was adjourned to 

28.08.2014 at 11.00 A.M. 
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2.

On the request of the appellant vide letter  dated 28.08.2014, the case was transferred to be Bench of undersigned and case was fixed for 14.11.2014 for  further hearing.
3.

On 14.11.2014,   Shri Farman Masih, Panchayat Secretary, appearing  on 
behalf of the respondents, submitted  a letter addressed to the appellant from BDPO, 
Mukerian and a copy sent to the Commission vide Endst. No. 3598, dated 13.11.2014, which was  taken on record. Vide the said letter,  facts regarding the genuineness of the 

bill have been certified. The respondent asserted   that complete information had been 

supplied to the appellant. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to point out deficiencies, if any, in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 29.01.2015.

4.

On 29.01.2015,  the appellant informed   that the information as per his RTI application had  not been supplied to him as yet. While handing over a copy of RTI application to the respondent, he was  directed to  supply point-wise complete  information as per RTI  application of the complainant. Besides, BDPO, Mukerian was  directed to explain factual position of the case in person on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the complainant  without any further delay. He was  also directed to explain the reasons for delay in the supply of the information, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 19.03.2015.

5.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Yudhvir Singh, BDPO Mukerian was  present on 19.03.2015.  He explained  the position of the case and informed  that the information available on record had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant expressed  dissatisfaction over the provided information. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, BDPO Mukerian  was  directed to get the record inspected by the appellant on a mutually agreed date and  time and supply the information, identified by the appellant,  after the  inspection of the record. The case was adjourned to 28.05.2015.

6.

On 28.05.2015,  the respondent informed  that information, available on 
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record, had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that the provided 
information  was  incomplete and mis-leading. Accordingly, the respondent PIO  was directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing to the effect that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more 
information relating to instant RTI application is available in their record. The case was adjourned to 07.07.2015.
7.

On 07.07.2015,  as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, the respondent submitted  an affidavit dated 06.07.2015  from Shri Yudhvir Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Mukerian, District: Hoshiarpur to the effect that the entire information had  been supplied to the appellant and there was  no more information available  in  their record relating to instant RTI application.  The affidavit  was   handed over to the appellant and a copy was  retained in the Commission  file. 

8.

After the perusal of the affidavit, the appellant submitted  a letter dated 07.07.2015 submitting that the provided information had not been duly attested by the BDPO. He also submitted  that the BDPO was  misleading the Commission as the provided information was  not as per his R.T.I. application.  Accordingly, BDPO Mukerian  was  directed to attest the provided information. He was  also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record to explain the factual position of the case so that point-wise complete information could be supplied to the appellant to his satisfaction. The case was adjourned for today.
9.

Today, the appellant submits a letter dated 12.08.2015 informing that complete and correct  information as per his RTI application has not been supplied to him till date whereas the same information has already been supplied to Smt. Charanjit Kaur, Ex-Sarpanch. 
10.

Despite the clear cut directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing, BDPO Mukerian is not present today without any intimation. Viewing his absence seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to him to appear in person, on the 
next date of hearing, alongwith relevant record so that complete and point-wise 
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information could be supplied to the appellant, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.
11.

A copy of the Order is forwarded to DDPO, Hoshiarpur to ensure the compliance of the orders.
12..

Adjourned to 16.09.2015  at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-08-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

District Development and Panchayat Officer,
REGISTERED


Hoshiarpur.



Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

REGISTERED


Mukerian , District: Hoshiarpur.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Singh Chauhan, Advocate,

Chamber No. 462, Yadwindra Complex,

District Courts, Patiala.







…..Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer(SE),
Amritsar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director of Public Instructions(SE),

Punjab School Education Board Complex,


Phase-8, Mohali.






….Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1403 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(SE) Mohali and Smt. Gagan Verma, Clerk, Government Senior Secondary School(Boys), Jandiala Guru, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Ram Singh Chauhan,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 26.11.2014, addressed to PIO, of the office of D.P.I.(SE) Punjab, Mohali, sought certain information on 5 points in respect of Shri Avtar Singh(S.L.A.) who was posted at S.S.S. Jandkala Guru(Boys) upto 2007-2008 regarding his length of service, voluntary retirement, Gratuity, Leave Encashment, GPF, Departmental Action, etc., which was transferred to D.E.O.(SE), Amritsar under Section 6(3)(2) of RTI Act, 2005 vide Memo. No. 17/166-14(3)/2385-86, dated 15.01.2015.
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 05.02.2015  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 
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in the Commission on  23.04.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to 
the parties for 16.07.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, a perusal of the case file reveals that the PIO of the office of D.E.O.(SE), Amritsar has supplied requisite information to the appellant vide letter No. RTI-2015/303, dated 14.07.2015. The appellant is not present without any intimation. Accordingly, he is directed to furnish his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to supply complete information after removing the deficiencies, if any, pointed out by the appellant in due course of time.
4.

Adjourned to  17.09.2015  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-08-2015


             State Information Commissioner
