STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Pawan Kumar s/o Shri Tilak Raj,
VPO: Purana Shala, Distt. Gurdaspur.





Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (Elementary),
Gurdaspur.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Public Instruction (Elementary),

Punjab School Education Building,  Sector-62,

SAS Nagar.







…Respondents




Appeal Case  No. 1546 of 2015   

Order
Present: 
Shri Pawan Kumar,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Parveen; Kumar, Clerk, office of D.E.O.(E) Gurdaspur, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri Pawan Kumar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 08-05-2014,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding recruitment of teaching fellows who were found at fault for submitting bogus experience certificates. 

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 06-03-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 30-04-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  06-05-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. nwbk 2015-(n-1) nkoHnkJhHNhH$454-455, dated 10.07.2015 from the PIO of the office of D.E.O.(SE), Gurdaspur, which is taken on record. Vide the said letter, the PIO has informed the Commission  that the appellant has been informed vide letter No. 375-376, dated 02.04.2015 that the sought information is not available in their office and he has 
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been asked to seek the requisite information from the office of D.P.I.(E), 
Punjab, Mohali. He has requested the Commission to direct the appellant to seek information from the PIO of the office of D.P.I.(E), Punjab, Mohali. Accordingly, the appellant is advised to seek the requisite information from the office of D.P.I.(E) by  filing a fresh RTI application with the PIO of the office of D.P.I.(E), Punjab, Mohali. 

4.

Accordingly, the instant case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-07-2015
            

 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Prem Kumar Rattan,

House No. 78/8,Park Road, New Mandi,

Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.






  …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Registrar, Punjabi University,
Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Registrar, Punjabi University,

Patiala.







…Respondents




Appeal Case  No.  1609 of 2015   

Order
Present: 
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan, Appellant, in person.

Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Prem Kumar Rattan,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  20-02-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding ex-India leave of various officials working in the University for the last ten years. 

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 21-03-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated nil  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 07-05-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents pleads that the sought information is very huge and voluminous and is not possible to provide. He further adds that this information has already  been declined in AC-2954 of 2014  by the Commission. He also informs that the applicant has not approached the First Appellate Authority in this case.

4.

A perusal of the case file reveals that though this case has been titled  as Appeal Case but the applicant has not approached the First Appellate Authority in 
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this case.  In view of the submission made by Ld. Counsel for the respondents,  the 
applicant is  directed to approach the First Appellate Authority i.e. Vice Chancellor, Punjabi University, Patiala by filing First Appeal for seeking the requisite information and in case no information is provided to him or he remains dis-satisfied with the provided information, he may approach the Commission by filing Second Appeal.   

5.

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










Sd/- 


 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-07-2015
           

  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdeep Singh s/o Shri Gurjant Singh,
Village: Niyamatpur, PO: Amargarh,

Distt. Sangrur. 148022.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat –cum- Chairman,
Stationery Committee, village: Niyamatpur,

PO: Amargarh, Distt. Sangrur. 
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1576 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri Gurdeep Singh,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Jarnail Singh, Sarpanch, on behalf of the respondent. 
Shri   Gurdeep Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  05-01-2015, addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding certain points such as copy of instructions received from the Department for constituting  committee ,  copies of account no. copies of cash book etc.
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 13-02-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 06-05-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  06-05-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent hands over requisite information to the appellant in the court today, who expresses satisfaction and requests that the case may be closed. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Surinder Singh,

Ex-Member Gram Panchayat,

KADIANA, P.O. & Block: Adampur,

District: Jalandhar.







…..Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Budhlada,

District: Mansa.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Regional Deputy Director,


Local Government, Bathinda. 



……..Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 1537  of 2015   

Order

Present: 
Shri R. C. Arora,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Amrit Lal, E.O., M.C. Budhlada, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  R.C. Arora, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 01.08.2014,         addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 9 points regarding property Tax paid by Shri Jagdish Rai alongwith copies of relevant documents. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  08.09.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  05.05.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, Shri Amrit Lal, E.O., M.C. Budhlada, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs that complete information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informs that he has not received the information as yet. Consequently, the respondent hands over a copy of the information to the appellant in the court today. The appellant seeks time to study the provided information, which is granted. 

The appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 

4.

Adjourned to  19.08.2015  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 


Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana – 141010.





…..Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.



…..Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1601 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, Appellant, in person.
Shri Saudagar Singh, Law Officer-cum-PIO and Smt. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Kuldip Kumar Kaura, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 11.02.2015, addressed to PIO, sought certain information concerning appeal filed by  Ex-Sarpanch Shri Paramjit Singh, Gram Panchayat,  Sidhwan Bet alongwith copies of certain documents.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  02.04.2015    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 in the Commission on 07.05.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that some information is not available whereas remaining information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informs that the information relating to Complaint Branch has been supplied to him 
whereas  the information relating to Legal Branch has not been provided as yet. He 
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further adds that no cognizance has been taken by the  PIO regarding the information asked for at Point 1-A.  Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations point-wise on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is  directed to supply point-wise information to the appellant  after removing the deficiencies, which will be pointed out by the appellant in  the meantime. 

4.

Adjourned to  18.08.2015 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: 15-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jagir Singh Toor s/o Shri Gurnam Singh Jassi,
Advocate, Chamber No. 831, Lower Court,

Ludhiana.








…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Registrar,(Cenrtral ).,  Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Sub Registrar, (Central ),Ludhiana.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1582 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
Shri Jagir Singh,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Gurjinder Singh Benipal, Tehsildar Ludhiana(Central), on behalf of the respondents.
Shri   Jagir Singh Toor,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  23-08-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding  Sale Deed No. 3520 dated 28.10.1999 of house measuring 110 sq.yds. in khasra No. 40 at village Gill No.1, Mohalla new Kartar Nagar, Ludhiana.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  30-09-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  12-03-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16-03-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, Shri Gurjinder Singh Benipal, Tehsildar Ludhiana(Central), appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that the information asked for by the appellant does not relate to   his office.  He submits that the appellant may be asked to seek the information from the concerned PIO. Accordingly, the appellant is advised to seek the requisite information from the concerned PIO by submitting a fresh RTI application to him. 

4.

Accordingly, the instant case is disposed of and closed. 


 







Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaspal Singh s/o Shri Balbir Singh,
Village: Gobindgarh, Block Kharar,

Near New Singh Sabha Gurdwara,

Distt. SAS Nagar.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,
Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

SAS Nagar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1520 of 2015   

Order
Present: 
Shri Jaspal Singh,  Appellant, in person and Shri R.K.Bansal, on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Partap Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri Jaspal Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 02-05-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information  regarding official proceedings relating to obtaining  grant from the MP Fund and MLA fund for the development of the village and on certain other points. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 27-06-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal vide application dated  30-04-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 30-04-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant by registered post on 23.07.2014. The appellant informs that he has not received any information as yet. Accordingly, the respondent hands over a copy of information to the appellant in the court today. On perusing  the 
Contd……p/2

AC- 1520 of 2015  


-2- 
provided information, appellant expresses dis-satisfaction. Consequently, the matter is discussed in detail. After hearing both the parties, the appellant is directed to inspect the record in the office of the PIO on 30.07.2015 at 11.00 A.M. and identify the documents required by him and the PIO is directed to supply the documents identified by the appellant during inspection of record, there and then.  
4.

Adjourned to 20.08.2015   at 11.00 AM.  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: 15-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurshah Baz Singh s/o Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

House No. 103 A, Model Town, Samrala Road,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o Law  Officer,
Baba Farid University of Health Sciences, 

Faridkot.








…Respondent





Complaint  Case No. 1186 of 2015  

Order

Present: 
Shri Kuldeep Singh, on behalf of the  complainant.

Shri Manjit Singh and Shri Raj Preet Singh, Data Entry Operators, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 16-03-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri  Gurshahbaz Singh sought various information/documents of Pharmacology (paper A&B) of May and June, 2014 and November and December, 2014.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri   Gurshahbaz Singh filed a complaint dated  06-05-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on   07-05-2015  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 been supplied to the complainant. The complainant informs that he is not satisfied with the provided information as it is incomplete. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 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.
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4.

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

5.

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

6.

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









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  15-07-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Gurshah Baz Singh s/o Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

House No. 103 A, Model Town, Samrala Road,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.






…Complainant



Versus

Public Information Officer






…Respondent

o/o Law  Officer,

Baba Farid University of Health Sciences, 

Faridkot.










Complaint  Case No. 1188  of 2015 

Order

Present: 
Shri Kuldeep Singh, on behalf of the  complainant.

Shri Manjit Singh and Shri Raj Preet Singh, Data Entry Operators, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 20-03-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri    Gurshah Baz Singh  sought various information/documents  regarding para No. 4 relating to his life and liberty.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri   Gurshah Baz Singh  filed a complaint dated  06-05-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on   07-05-2015  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 been supplied to the complainant. The complainant informs that he is not satisfied with the provided information as it is incomplete. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 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.
Contd……p/2

CC- 1188 of 2015  


-2-

4.

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

5.

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

6.

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








 

Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  15-07-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Singh,

Ex-Member Gram Panchayat,

KADIANA, P.O. & Block: Adampur,

District: Jalandhar.







…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer








o/o Director, Rural Development and Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.



…….Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  1160 of 2015   

Order
Present: 
Shri Balwinder Singh, on behalf of the  complainant.
Shri Saudagar Singh, Law Officer-cum-PIO and Smt. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.



Vide RTI application dated 01.04.2015,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Surinder Singh,  sought Action Taken Report on his complaint  dated 16.08.2010 against Shri Davinder Kumar, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat  Kadiana.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Surinder Singh filed a complaint dated 06.05.2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  the same day          and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

Today, the representative of the complainant informs that complete information has been supplied to the complainant and the case may be closed. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is  disposed of and closed. 










Sd/- 

 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-07-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Bahadur Singh s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

VPO: Sawaddi Kalan, Distt. Ludhiana.- 142025.


…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer






…Respondent

o/o District Education Officer (Secondary Education),
Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.

Complaint  Case No.  1143 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Bhupinder Singh, Dealing Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated  addressed to the respondent, Shri Bahadur Singh  sought various information/documents regarding promotion of Workshop Attendants as Work Experience teachers or Vocational teachers.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Bahadur Singh  filed a complaint dated  nil with the Commission,  which was received in it on  23-04-2015 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 information was supplied to the complainant earlier and thereafter deficiencies were pointed out by the complainant. He further informs that now complete information has been supplied to the complainant to his satisfaction, after removing the deficiencies, pointed out by him. He submits a copy of provided information, which is taken on record.
4.

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

5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-07-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagir Singh S/o Devi Chand,

Village-Lubangarh Block Machhiwara,

Tehsil Samrala,District Ludhiana.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,
 Machhiwara District Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development & Panchayat 
Officer, 
Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3147 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
Shri Jagir Singh, Appellant, in person and Shri Jarnail Singh, on behalf of the appellant. 
Shri Sarup Singh, BDPO Machhiwara and Shri Harnek Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri  Jagir Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated   21-12-2013,      addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 4 points regarding  grant  of Rs. 1,50,000/-given by the then Health Minister Smt. Laxmi Kant Chawla; construction of street from the  house of Shri Chattar Singh to the house of Shri Hazara Singh; recovery of Rs. 36178/- from Smt. Avtar Kaur, Ex-Sarpanch and Bill of amount given to Shri Jarnail Singh for execution of works.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated   Nil   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  13-10-2014under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on   15-10-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.01.2015.
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3.

On 28.01.2015, Shri Harnek Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that he  was  not satisfied with  the provided 
information as it    was  incomplete. 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 BDPO-cum-PIO  was  directed to supply the remaining information in the light of the deficiencies which would be pointed out by the appellant. The case was adjourned to 19.03.2015.

4.

On 19.03.2015,  the respondent informed  that requisite information had been sent to the appellant, who denied  it stating that he had  not received the information as yet. Accordingly, the information was  handed over to him. After perusing the information, the appellant informed  that the provided information was  incomplete   and incorrect. After hearing both the parties, the PIO was  directed to get the record inspected by the appellant on 08.04.2015 and supply the information, identified by the appellant, after the inspection of the record. The case was adjourned to 03.06.2015  for confirmation of compliance of orders.

5.

On 03.06.2015, the appellant informed  that as per the orders of the Commission, he visited the office of PIO on 08.04.2015  to inspect the record  but no record was got inspected and he was called on 17.05.2015 and then on 28.05.2015 for the purpose but the record was not got inspected and he was unnecessarily harassed. The respondent informed  that according to Shri Amrik Singh, Panchayat Secretary, information available on record,  had  already been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that he was  not satisfied as complete information had  not been supplied to him. He requested  that necessary action for imposing penalty upon the PIO might  be taken. Accordingly, Shri Roop Singh, BDPO, Machhiwara and Shri Amrik Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Machhiwara were  directed to appear before the Commission alongwith relevant record, on the next date of hearing to  explain the factual position of the case so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant as per his RTI application and  in case any information was  not available then a duly attested affidavit be submitted by the PIO. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned for today.
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6.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Sarup Singh, BDPO Machhiwara is present today alongwith Shri Harnek Singh, Superintendent. He informs that complete information relating to instant RTI application, as available on record, has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informs that a bundle of papers has been supplied   to him but it is difficult to search the sought information. After discussing the matter at length,  the respondent PIO is directed to supply point-wise information to the appellant as per his RTI application. 
7.

Adjourned to 19.08.2015  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: 15-07-2015
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