STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Dr.  Kishan Singh Gupta,

78, Medical Enclave, 

Circular Road, AMRITSAR.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,

D.A.V. College, HOSHIARPUR.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 3023 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta,  complainant, in person.
Shri Sanjeev Ghai, Lecturer in Political Science, on behalf of the  respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 12.09.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta,  sought Action Taken Report on his application dated 04.10.2012 for grant of three advance increments for Ph.D.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta  filed a complaint dated nil with the Commission,  which was received in it on 28.10.2014 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  22.01.2015.
3.

On 22.01.23015, Shri Ravi Garg, appearing on behalf of the  complainant, informed  the Commission that requisite information had  not been supplied to the complainant so far. None was  present for the respondent. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

A letter No. 8373/DAV/HSP, dated 16.02.2015 has been received from Dr. Neerja Dhindra, Principal-cum-PIO, D.A.V. College Hoshiarpur informing the Commission that the available information sought by the complainant has already been provided through registered letter No. 8230/DAV/HSP, dated 17.01.2015.
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5.

Shri Sanjeev Ghai, Lecturer in Political Science, appearing  on behalf of the  respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta,  complainant, asserts that provided information is incorrect as  Action Taken Report on his application dated 04.10.2012 for grant of three advance increments for Ph.D. has not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to apprise  the Commission of the  factual position of the case,  in person, on the next date of hearing so that requisite information could be supplied to the Complainant  to his satisfaction without any further delay.
6.

Adjourned to  20.05.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in  Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.








      Sd/-                                                     
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Dr.  Kishan Singh Gupta,

78, Medical Enclave, 

Circular Road, AMRITSAR.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary Higher Education,

Punjab Civil Secretariat-2, Sector:9,

Chandigarh.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 3024 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta,  complainant, in person.
None for the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 12.09.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta,  sought Action Taken Report on his application dated 02.07.2013 for grant of three advance increments for Ph.D.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta  filed a complaint dated nil with the Commission,  which was received in it on 28.10.2014 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  22.01.2015.
3.

On 22.01.2015, Shri Ravi Garg, appearing on behalf of the  complainant, informed  the Commission that requisite information had  not been supplied to the complainant so far. None was  present for the respondent. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO  was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the complainant informs that Action Taken Report on his application dated 02.07.2013 for grant of three advance increments for Ph.D. has not been supplied to him as yet. None is present on behalf of the respondent nor any intimation regarding status of the case has been received. Viewing the absence of the 
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respondent  during second consecutive hearing seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to the PIO 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 20.05.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






                       Sd/-                                                     
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Dr.  Kishan Singh Gupta,

78, Medical Enclave, 

Circular Road, AMRITSAR.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

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

SCO No. 66-67, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 3025 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Dr.  Kishan Singh Gupta, complainant, in person.
Shri Jagdev Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of  the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 12.09.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta,  sought Action Taken Report on his application dated 02.07.2013 for grant of three advance increments for Ph.D.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta  filed a complaint dated nil with the Commission,  which was received in it on 28.10.2014 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  22.01.2015.
3.

On 22.01.2015, Shri Ravi Garg, appearing on behalf of the  complainant, informed  the Commission that requisite information had  not been supplied to the complainant so far. None was  present for the respondent. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO  was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him.

4.

Today, the complainant informs the Commission that requisite information has not been supplied to him as yet. Shri Jagdev Singh, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of  the respondent, informs that the case is under process and as and when it is finalized, requisite information will be supplied to the complainant. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 
5.

Adjourned to  20.05.2015 at 2.00 P.M.  to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.







               Sd/-                                                     
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Madan Singh,

Shop No. 9, Shivpuri Market,

Garden Colony, Bank Enclave Road,

P.O.: Tower Town Khurla Kingra,

JALANDHAR CITY – 144014.





…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, Government Arts & Sports College,

Jalandhar.








…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 2988 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Madan Singh,  complainant, in person.
None   on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 21.06.2014,   addressed to the respondent, Shri Madan Singh  sought various information/documents on 13 points in respect of Government Arts & Sports College, Jalandhar.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Madan Singh   filed a complaint dated 04.10.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 20.10.2014  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  22.01.2015. 
3.

A letter dated 22.01.2015 was  received through e-mail from the complainant informing the Commission that he  was  unable to attend hearing  as he had  been suffering from viral  fever. He  requested to adjourn the hearing to some other date. 

4.

Dr. (Mrs.) Paramjit Kaur Sandhu, Associate Professor-cum-Vice Principal and Smt. Navita, Assistant Professor, appearing  on behalf of the respondent,  submitted  a letter No. 997-998-UC, dated 09.01.2015  from the Principal, Government Arts & Sports College, Jalandhar vide which  requisite information had  been supplied to the complainant.  Respondents informed  the Commission that requisite information had  
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already been supplied to the complainant.  The complainant  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.
5.

A letter No. 55-Estt., dated 15.04.2015 has been received, through e.mail, from the Principal, Government Arts and Sports College, Jalandhar informing the Commission that requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. Estt./2014-472, dated 14.08.2014 and letter No. 997-998, U.C., dated 09.01.2015 and no observations, on the provided information, have been received from him till date. 
6.

The complainant informs that the provided information is incomplete. Accordingly, he is directed to furnish deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to send the information in the light of the deficiencies  to be furnished by the complainant, with a copy to the Commission. 
7.

Adjourned to  23.06.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard  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: 15-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Madan Singh,

Shop No. 9, Shivpuri Market,

Garden Colony, Bank Enclave Road,

P.O.: Tower Town Khurla Kingra,

JALANDHAR CITY – 144014.





…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,

Master Gurbanta Singh Memorial Janta College,

KARTARPUR ( Jalandhar). 



                   …
Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2980 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Madan Singh,  complainant, in person.
Shri Jaswinder Pal, Senior Clerk,  on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 02.06.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Madan Singh  sought various information/documents on 13 points in respect of Master Gurbanta Singh Memorial Janta College, KARTARPUR ( Jalandhar). 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Madan Singh   filed a complaint dated 04.10.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 20.10.2014  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  22.01.2015.
3.

A letter dated 22.01.2015  was received through e-mail from the complainant informing the Commission that he  was  unable to attend hearing  as he had  been suffering from viral  fever. He  requested to adjourn the hearing to some other date. 

4.

Shri Jaswinder Pal, Senior Clerk,  appearing on behalf of the respondent, brought requisite information for handing over the same to the complainant in the court. He submitted  a copy of the information to the Commission, which  was  taken on record. The complainant  was  not present . Therefore, the respondent  was  directed to 
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send the information to the complainant by registered post. The complainant  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. 
5.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant. The complainant informs that the provided information is  incomplete. Accordingly, the complainant is directed to furnish  , in writing,  the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the respondent PIO is directed to supply the information in  the light of the deficiencies to be pointed out  by the complainant. 
6.

Adjourned to 23.06.2015 at 2.00 P.M.  to be heard in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 








            Sd/-                                                     
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Madan Singh,

Shop No. 9, Shivpuri Market,

Garden Colony, Bank Enclave Road,

P.O.: Tower Town Khurla Kingra,

JALANDHAR CITY – 144014.





…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,

Guru Nanak National College for Women,

NAKODAR – 144040, District: Jalandhar.

                   …
Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2983 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Madan Singh,  complainant, in person.
Smt. Renu Behl, Associate Professor,    on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 17.07.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Madan Singh  sought various information/documents on 13 points in respect of Guru Nanak National College for Women, NAKODAR – 144040, District: Jalandhar.


2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Madan Singh   filed a complaint dated 04.10.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 20.10.2014  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  22.01.2015.
3.

A letter dated 22.01.2015 was  received through e-mail from the complainant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend hearing  as he had  been suffering from viral  fever. He  requested to adjourn the hearing to some other date. 

4.

The respondent had  brought the requisite information for handing over the same to the complainant in the court.  The complainant was  not present . Therefore, the respondent was  directed to send the information to the complainant by 
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registered post. The complainant  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.
5.

Today, Smt. Renu Behl, Associate Professor,  appearing   on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter No. GNNCFW/RTI, dated 13.04.2015 from the Principal informing the Commission that the requisite information has been supplied to the  complainant , by hand, vide letter No. 868, dated 17.01.2015. The complainant informs that Bank Statement has not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply copy of Bank Statement to the complainant before the next date of hearing.
6.

Adjourned to  23.06.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard  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:  15-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Madan Singh,

Shop No. 9, Shivpuri Market,

Garden Colony, Bank Enclave Road,

P.O.: Tower Town Khurla Kingra,

JALANDHAR CITY – 144014.





…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,

Kanya Maha Vidyalaya, JALANDHAR CITY.
              

     …
Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 2984 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Madan Singh,  complainant, in person.
Shri Mohan Singh Sachdeva, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 02.06.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Madan Singh  sought various information/documents on 13 points in respect of Kanya Maha Vidyalaya, JALANDHAR CITY.


2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Madan Singh   filed a complaint dated 04.10.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 20.10.2014  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  22.01.2015.
3.

A letter dated 22.01.2015 was  received through e-mail from the complainant informing the Commission that he  was  unable to attend hearing  as he had  been suffering from viral  fever. He  requested to adjourn the hearing to some other date. 

4.

Ld. Counsel for the respondent informed  the Commission that requisite information had  been supplied to the complainant on 07.01.2015. He submitted  a copy of provided information to the Commission, which  was  taken on record.   The 
Contd……p/2

CC- 2984 of 2014   



-2- 
complainant  was  not present. Therefore, 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.
5.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondent informs that requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant. The complainant informs that the provided information is incomplete. Accordingly, the complainant is directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with  a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to supply the information in the light of the deficiencies to be furnished by the complainant. 
6.

Adjourned to 23.06.2015  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard  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: 15-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jatinder Mohan Chaudhry,

H.No.D-6/780,Main Bazar,

Kot Khalsa, PO-Khalsa College, Amritsar.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Guru Nanak Dev University,


Amritsar.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2442 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri H. S. Bhinder, Deputy Registrar and Shri Davinder Pathak, Legal Advisor, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri   Jatinder Mohan Chaudhry    Appellant vide an RTI application dated        19-04-2014, addressed to PIO, office of Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar,  sought certain information on 11 points regarding teachers who are eligible to  evaluate the  answer sheets alongwith copy of rules on the subject. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  11-06-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  26-07-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 04-08-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 12.11.2014.

3.

On 12.11.2014, a letter dated 11.11.2014 was  received  from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  not able to attend hearing on 12.11.2014 due to some unavoidable circumstances. 

4.

Shri Ashok Kumar Mishra, Superintendent,  appearing on behalf of the respondents, informed  that he had  brought the requisite information for handing over the same to the appellant. Since the appellant was  not present, the respondent was 
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directed to send the requisite information to the appellant by registered post. He submitted  a copy of the provided information to the Commission, which was taken on record. 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 29.01.2015. 
5.

On 29.01.2015, a  letter dated 28.01.2015 was  received from the appellant informing the Commission that he had  sent his observations, on the provided information,  to the PIO  and he  was  unable to attend hearing .

6.

Shri Ashok Kumar Mishra, Superintendent,  appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated  that he had  brought  the information in the light of observations of the appellant, for handing over to him in the court.  He  submitted  a copy of the information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. Since the appellant was  not present, the respondent  was  directed to send the information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant  was  directed to send his observations, if any,   to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

A letter dated 14.04.2015 has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he has sent his observations on the provided information to the PIO. He has requested to exempt him from personal appearance today and to direct the PIO to provide him requisite information in the light of the observations sent by him.
8.

Today, the respondent has brought the reply to the observations sent by the appellant. Since the appellant is not present today, the respondent is directed to send the reply to the observations sent by the  appellant by registered post. The appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the reply being sent  by the PIO.
9.

Adjourned to  09.06.2015  at 2.00 P.M.
 to be heard  in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.




 





Sd/-                                                     
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi) 

Date: 15-04-2015


          
  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mela Singh

Village Karhial Tehsil Sunam,

District:  Sangrur.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Secretary, Gram Panchayat,

Karihal, Block: Dirhba, Tehsil: Sunam,

District Sangrur.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2123 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant. 



Shri Karamjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 07-04-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Mela Singh  sought various information/documents regarding grant received by Gram Panchayat Karhial, Block: Dirhba, copies of Bank Accounts, detail of works employed under NAREGA Scheme etc. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Mela Singh    filed a complaint dated 26-07-2014 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 04-08-2014     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  12.11.2014.

3.

On 12.11.2014, a letter dated 12.11.2014 was  received from the complainant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend  hearing due to ill health. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 

4.

None was  present on behalf of the respondent. Hearing Notice sent to Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Karhial had been received back with the comments from the Postal Authorities that Secretary had refused to accept the notice. Viewing this 
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seriously, Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat Karhial was  directed to supply the 

information within 30 days, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. He was  directed to explain reasons personally on the next date of hearing for refusing to accept the notice.  
A copy of the order was forwarded to BDPO, Dirhba, District: Sangrur to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned to 29.01.2015.
5.

On 29.01.2015,  Shri Karamjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informed  the Commission that RTI application of the applicant was received in his office on 21.04.2014 and the applicant was asked on 28.04.2014  to deposit Rs. 2980/- as document charges so that requisite information could be supplied to him. He further informed  that since the applicant had  not deposited the document charges, the information had not been sent to him. Accordingly, the complainant  was  directed to deposit Rs. 2980/- as document charges with the PIO so that  information could be supplied to him. The PIO  was  directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant as and when he deposited  the document charges. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

A letter dated 15.04.2015 has been received from the complainant through FAX informing that the information has not been supplied to him.  He has requested that the information may be supplied to him, free of cost, as he belongs to BPL category. 

6.

Today, the respondent informs that the information has not been supplied to the complainant as he has not deposited  document charges till date. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to supply the information to the complainant as and when he deposits the document charges. 

7.

The case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-                                                     
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  15-04-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ghansham Lal Gupta,

Flat No.3-G/204, Maya Garden

Phase III, VIP Road, 

Zirakpur District SAS Nagar.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o GZS Punjab Technical University

Campus, Bathinda.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.2599 of 2014     

Order

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


Vide RTI application dated 05-07-2014   addressed to the respondent, Shri  Ghansham Lal Gupta  sought various information/documents on 4 points in respect of recruitment against the post of Assistant Professor and DPE.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Ghansham Lal Gupta   filed a complaint dated 15-09-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 15-09-2014 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  17.12.2014.

3.

 On 17.12.2014, the respondent informed   that requisite information had  been supplied to the complainant. The complainant informed  that the provided information was  incomplete. Consequently, the matter was  discussed in detail. After hearing both the parties, it was  directed that a list of candidates short-listed for interview alongwith their qualifications, experience, criteria adopted and  marks given by the Selection Committee, be provided to the complainant within 30 days, under 

intimation to the Commission. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to Director, GZS 
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Punjab Technical University Campus, Bathinda, to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned to 28.01.2015.
4.

On 28.01.2015,  Shri Amanpreet Singh, Senior Assistant Legal-cum-APIO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informed  the Commission that requisite information had  been supplied to the complainant on 19.01.2015. He submitted  a copy of provided information to the Commission, which  was  taken on record.  Since the complainant 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, failing which the case would  be closed. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, none is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.  The requisite information has already  been supplied to the complainant and no observations have 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: 15-4-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Malkhan Singh,

S/o Shri Maghi Ram,

House No. 139, H.B. No. 286.

Village & Post Office: CHHAT,

Tehsil: Dera Bassi, District: Mohali.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Field Director, Chhattbir Zoo,

Tehsil: Derabassi, District: Mohali.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  1455 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Malkhan Singh, complainant, in person.

Shri Sukhdev Singh, Admn. Officer and Shri Gurbachan Singh, Steno, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 25.03.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Malkhan Singh, sought various information/documents on 3 points with regard to muster roll, bill of employees  working in Chhatbir Zoo from 1978 to December, 2012;  seniority list of employees working in Chhatbir Zoo as on 31.12.2994 and record of medical reimbursement of Malkhan singh from 26.01.1980 onwards.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Malkhan Singh  filed a complaint dated 20.05.2014 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  26.08.2014.

3.

On 26.08.2014, Shri Sukhdev Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informed  the Commission that the complainant had  asked for voluminous information since 1978, which runs into 435 pages of large size, the photo 

 copy of which costs Rs. 15/- per page. Accordingly, the complainant was  directed to 

inspect the record and identity the specific documents required by him and the PIO was
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directed to provide the documents, identified by the complainant after the inspection, on the spot. The case was adjourned to 13.11.2014  for conformation of compliance of orders.

4.

On 13.11.2014,   it was  brought to the notice of the Commission that the complainant did not turn up for inspection of record. After consulting both the parties, it was  directed that the complainant would  inspect the record on a mutually agreed date i.e. 14.11.2014 and identify the documents required by him and the PIO would  supply the identified documents to the complainant on the spot. The case was adjourned to 29.01.2015.
5.

On 29.01.2015,  the respondent informed  the Commission that record had  been inspected by the complainant and the documents identified by him , during inspection, had   been provided to him. The complainant informed  that his seniority list had  not been provided to him. Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to supply a seniority list in respect of the complainant and in case it  was  not available,  then an affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the respondent informs that as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, copy of seniority list has been provided to the complainant. The complainant submits that Rs. 870/- was deposited by him as document charges but  only 15 pages, containing the  said information, have been supplied to him. He requests that remaining amount may be got refunded to him. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to refund Rs. 840/-(870 – 30) to the complainant within 30 days. 
7.

Adjourned to 27.05.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard 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: 15-04-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Darshan Singh Sahi,

S.E., P.W.D.(Retd.),

Kothi No. 1046, Phase-4,

SAS Nagar(Mohali).







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Superintending Engineer,

Central Works Circle,

P.W.D., B&R, Amritsar.


Public Information Officer

o/o The Executive Engineer,

Central Works Division,

P.W.D., B&R, PATHANKOT.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  2457 of 2013   

Order
Present: 
Smt. Ranjit Kaur  Sahi  on behalf of the  complainant.
Shri Rajiv Kumar, S.D.O., PWD(B&R), Pathankot,  on behalf of the respondent. 



The case was last heard on 11.03.2014, when Shri Navjeet Singh Brar, SDO, Central Works Division, Pathankot, appearing on behalf of the respondent stated that the information as available on their record had already been supplied to the complainant but the complainant expressed his dis-satisfaction over the provided information stating that the case had been taken over by the Vigilance Department. Accordingly, Shri Amarjit Singh Sidhu, Executive Engineer, Central Works Division,  Pathankot, was directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 15 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action would have to be initiated under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The case was adjourned to 09.04.2014.

2.

On 09.04.2014, Shri Sat Pal Singh, SDO, Sub-Division No.2, Pathankot, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that Superintending Engineer  was  unable to attend court today due to ill health. He requested  for adjournment of the case to some other date. 
In view of the lackadaisical approach being adopted by the Superintending Engineer in the supply of requisite information to the complainant, the Superintending  Engineer, Central Works Circle, PWD, B&R, Amritsar  was  issued
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 Show-Cause Notice to explain the reasons through a duly sworn affidavit, in person, on the next date of hearing  as to why a penalty of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of the information to the complainant and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. The case was adjourned to 22.07.2014.

3.

On 22.07.2014, , Shri Shri S.K.Grover, SE, Central Works Circle Amritsar was present along with Shri Amarjit Singh Sidhu, XEN, Central Works Division, Pathankot, He stated that some information had already been supplied to the complainant. Shri Amarjit Singh Sidhu, XEN, Central Works Division, Pathankot, handed over some more information to the complainant in the court. After the perusal of the information, the complainant was  not satisfied. Therefore, the PIO was  directed to get the recorded inspected by the complainant on mutually agreed date i.e. 25.07.2014. The PIO was  also directed to supply duly attested information, identified by the complainant during inspection of the record, on the spot to the complainant. The case was adjourned to 30.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders, which was later preponed to 22.09.2014  due to certain administrative reasons.

4.

On 22.09.2014, the complainant informed  the Commission that as per the orders of the Commission, he inspected the record on 25.07.2014 and thereafter 17 documents were supplied to him. He further stated  that complete information had not been supplied to as yet. Therefore, the complainant was  directed to give in writing the detail of remaining information which was  still pending. Accordingly, the complainant handed  over a  list of remaining information, which was  still pending, to the respondent with a copy to the Commission, which was  taken on record. The PIO was  directed to supply the remaining information to the complainant within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 10.12.2014.

5.

On 10.12.2014,   the respondent stated  that the information was supplied but the same was received back undelivered. The complainant stated that complete information had not been supplied as yet as the information asked for at Points No. 1, 2, 3  and 12  was  still pending. He further stated  that during the inspection of record it 
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came to his notice  this information was  not available in their record, which showed  that some record had gone missing. He submitted  that in this regard F.I.R. should be lodged with the Police. After discussing the matter at length, 

it is directed that complete relevant record be brought on the next date of hearing so that remaining information could be supplied to the complainant, without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 10.02.2015.
6.

A letter No. 4236, dated 09.01.2015 was  received from Superintending Engineer, Central Works Circle, PWD(B&R), Amritsar informing the Commission that in the instant case the concerned PIO is Executive Engineer, Central Works Division, PWD(B&R),  Pathankot. 

7.

On 10.02.2015, Shri Rajiv Kumar, S.D.O., PWD(B&R), Pathankot,  appearing on behalf of the respondent, brought information in respect of Point No.2 and  handed  over the same to the complainant in the court. The complainant informed  that the information in respect of Points No. 1,3 and 12 had  also not been supplied to him as yet. The respondent informed  that the information regarding Points No. 1, 3 and 12 was  not available in  their record. Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to submit a duly attested affidavit on the next date of hearing to the effect that information available on their record has been supplied to the complainant and no more information relating to the instant RTI application is available  with them. The case was adjourned to 09.03.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
8.

Today, the respondent informs that the  information,  available on record,  has been supplied to the complainant. He further informs that an affidavit to the effect that the information in respect of Points No. 1,3 and 12 is not available on record, has also been supplied to the appellant. 
9.

Smt. Ranjit Kaur  Sahi, appearing   on behalf of the  complainant, seeks adjournment of the case as the complainant has gone abroad.
10.

On the request of the representative of the complainant, the case is adjourned to 23.06.2015   at 2.00 P.M. 
to be heard in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.














   


                                                                    Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-04-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Santokh Singh,

Village Gurney Kalan,

Tehsil Budhlada, District Mansa- 151502.



…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar Cooperative Societies,

Punjab 17 Bays Building, Sector 17

Chandigarh.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2030 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Santokh Singh,  complainant, in person.

Shri Sukhdev Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 26-04-2014,   addressed to the respondent, Shri  Santokh Singh  sought copy of order approving the recruitment of peons in various Central Cooperative Banks in the year 1998.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Santokh Singh  filed a complaint dated 14-07-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 22-07-2014 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  28.10.2014.

3.

On 28.10.2014, the respondent informed  that the requisite information was sent to the complainant on 14.10.2014. The complainant denied  stating that he had  not received any information so far. Accordingly, the respondent handed  over a copy of the information to the complainant in the court. After perusing the information, the complainant informed  that the information relating to recruitment made upto the year 1997 had  been provided whereas he had  asked for the information relating to the 
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recruitment made in the year 1998. The respondent stated  that the information relating to the year 1998 was not available in their record. Then the complainant handed  over a page containing the names of selected candidates against the post of Peon in the year 1998 to the respondent. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information relating to the year 1998 to the complainant before the next date of hearing and the case was adjourned to 10.12.2014.

4.

On 10.12.2014, the respondent informed  that the information available on their record had  already been supplied to the complainant and no other information was  available regarding recruitment of Peons in the year 1998. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to be present in person alongwith relevant record to explain the factual position of the case so that complete information could be supplied to the complainant. 
The case was adjourned to 18.02.2015. 
5.

On 18.02.2015, the respondent handed  over information in respect of Jalandhar Division to the complainant in the court. He informed  that information in respect of Patiala and Ferozepur Divisions   was  still awaited from the field and as and when it    was  received, the same would  be supplied to the complainant. After perusing the information provided to him,  the complainant informed  that it  was  still incomplete. He pointed  out deficiencies in the provided information to the respondent. The respondent  was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, Shri Sukhdev Kumar, Senior Assistant, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, submits a copy of  Memo. No. RTI/Mansa/3189, dated 15.04.2015 addressed to the complainant  from the PIO,  informing the Commission that the requisite information  in respect of recruitment of 30 Peons in Central Cooperative Bank Ltd. Hoshiarpur is not available in their record. 
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 








  Sd/-                                                     
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-04-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, 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,  on behalf of the respondents.


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

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

3.

On 18.06.2014, the appellant stated that some information was provided to him on 27.01.2014, which was  false, misleading, incorrect and incomplete. He submitted   that information asked for by him on 3 points had not been supplied to him 

so far. Accordingly, the PIO was directed  to supply complete information to the 
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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 to 11.09.2014.

5.

On 11.09.2014, Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Superintendent RTI Cell, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the requisite information after collecting  from the  concerned branches had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant asserted that the information relating to above-said 15 branches had not been supplied to him. Accordingly, the respondent was directed to supply the requisite  information relating to all the concerned branches to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 02.12.2014.

6.

On 02.12.2014, a letter dated 30.11.2014 was  received through e-mail 

from the appellant informing the Commission that he was unable to attend hearing  due to ill health. He also informed that the information provided earlier was  false and misleading. He also requested to invoke penal sections of RTI Act against the PIO for

imposition of penalty upon him and awarding suitable compensation to him.  Smt. 
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Balwinder Kaur, Superintendent RTI Cell, appearing on behalf of the respondents 

informed that she had brought the remaining information concerning 13 Branches for handing over the same to the appellant. The appellant was  not present. Therefore, the respondent was  directed to send the information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. She submitted  a copy of the information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. The case was adjourned to 05.02.2015. 
7.

On 05.02.2015,  the appellant informed  the Commission that he had received the requisite information and  was  satisfied.  He submitted  that the sought information related to the office of Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab but his RTI application was wrongly  transferred to Zila Parishad, which caused delay. He further submitted  that since the information had  been supplied after a delay of  388 days, action under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005  for imposition of penalty upon the PIO and action under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 for awarding him suitable compensation, for the loss and detriment suffered by him,  might  be taken. Accordingly, a Show-Cause Notice  was  issued to Shri Puran Chand, Nodal Officer, to explain reasons, in person,  through a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25000/- under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and also as to why a suitable compensation under Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining requisite information in the instant case. The case was adjourned for today.
8.

Today, Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Superintendent, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, submits an affidavit from Shri Puran Chand, Nodal Officer(RTI)-cum-Deputy Director, Rural Development and  Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, S. A. S. Nagar  containing  reply to the Show-Cause Notice issued to him on the last date of hearing for explaining reasons for the delay in the supply of information. The affidavit, in original, is handed over to the appellant and a copy of the same is retained in the Commission file. After perusing the affidavit, the appellant submits that he is not satisfied with the reply of the Nodal Officer as it is false. He informs that there is a delay 
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of 386 days in the supply of information  in this case.   Accordingly,  Shri Puran Chand, Nodal Officer(RTI)-cum-Deputy Director, Rural Development and  Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, S. A. S. Nagar  is directed to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing.
9.

Adjourned to 26.05.2015  at 2.00 P.M.
to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










Sd/-                                                     
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-04-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Puran Chand, 



  
REGISTERED
Nodal Officer(RTI)-cum-Deputy Director,
Office of Director Rural Development and 

Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62,
S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jagdeep Singh,

Village-Chawan, Tehsil Samrala,

District Ludhiana-141412.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Samrala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development & 


Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.3412 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Jagdeep Singh,  Appellant, in person.
Ms. Amanjot Kaur, BDPO Samrala, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Jagdeep Singh,   Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 31-5-2014,        addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on letter dated 03.04.2014 for handing over Gym infrastructure to the present Sarpanch of Gram Panchayat Chawan.
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  12-07-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 13-11-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  17-11-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.02.2015, which was postponed to 09.03.2015 and  then for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, Ms. Amanjot Kaur, BDPO Samrala, appearing on behalf of the respondents, hands over requisite information to the appellant in the court today. She submits a copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record.  After perusing the information, the appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to submit deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the respondent is directed to supply the information in the light of the deficiencies to be submitted by the appellant. 
4.

Adjourned to 18.06.2015  at 2.00 P.M.  to be heard 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: 15-04-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurnam Singh,

Village- Dewatval, Tehsil &

District Ludhiana .








…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Sudhar District Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development &


Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3426 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Gurnam Singh,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Gurmit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Gurnam Singh  application dated 23-06-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 2 points regarding Resolutions passed by Gram Panchayat Dewatwal since 01.01.2013.
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   26-08-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  17-11-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 18-11-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.02.2015, which was postponed to 09.03.2015 and then for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, who expresses satisfaction. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-                                                      
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-04-2015


             State Information Commissioner
