STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Tejinder Singh, Journalist,

Plot No.40,Village-Bholapur,

PO-Shahbana,Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Registrar  East,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner (General)


Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 446 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Tejinder Singh,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Puneet Narang, Data Entry Operator, on behalf of the    respondent. 



Shri Tejinder Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27-06-2015,       addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Reports on News Items published in Dainik Bhaskar on 20th and 21st May, 2014 regarding registration of Sale Deeds on the basis of fake N.O.Cs and regarding raid of Vigilance Department and DRO Ludhiana in the office of Sub-Registrar(East) 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  26-09-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  27-01-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  27-01-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 06.05.2015.

3.

On 06.05.2015,  the respondent handed  over information to the appellant in the court. The appellant informed  that the provided information was  incorrect and incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant  was  directed to furnish his observations on the 
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provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. Besides, Sub-Registrar, Ludhiana East  was  directed to explain the factual position 

of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that complete information could 

be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 10.06.2015.
4.

On 10.06.2015,  Shri Mandeep Singh Dhillon, Tehsildar Ludhiana(East), appearing  on behalf of the  respondents, handed  over information regarding Point No. 2 to the appellant in the court. The appellant informed  that the information regarding Point No. 1 was  still pending. Accordingly, the respondent PIO  was  directed to supply information regarding Point No. 1 to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 21.07.2015  for confirmation of compliance of orders.

5.

On 21.07.2015,  the appellant informed  that the information regarding Point No. 1 had  not been supplied to him as yet. None was  present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO to supply the information regarding Point No.1 before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the respondent submits that the case has been put up to  Deputy Commission, Ludhiana. He requests to grant them some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him, ex-parte.
7.

Adjourned to  17.11.2015 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: 15-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Tejinder Singh, Journalist,

Plot No.40,Village-Bholapur,

PO-Shahbana,Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Registrar (West),

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner (General)


Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 447 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Tejinder Singh,  Appellant, in person.

None for the  respondent. 


Shri Tejinder Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27-06-2015,       addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 8 points regarding Sale Deed registered during the period from 01.05.2014 to 27.05.2014.

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 19-08-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  27-01-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  27-01-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 06.05.2015.

3.

On 06.05.2015,  information  was  received from  the PIO through FAX in the office of the Commission, which was  handed over to the appellant in the court. The appellant sought  time to study the provided information. 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 to 10.06.2015.
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4.

On 10.06.2015, a  letter No. 149/;o(g),  dated 06.06.2015 was  received from Sub-Registrar, Ludhiana(West) vide which it was  informed that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 86-87$;o(g), dated 04.05.2015. The appellant informed  that the provided information  was  incomplete and mis-leading. He further informed  that he had  sent his observations,  on the provided information, to the PIO on 25.05.2015 through e-mail. Since the appellant had  not been asked to deposit document charges within stipulated time frame, as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2015, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant, free of cost,  in the light of the observations sent by him. The case was adjourned to 21.07.2015 for confirmation of compliance of orders.

5.

On 21.07.2015,  the respondent sought   time to enable him to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which was  granted and on the request of the respondent, the case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, none is present on behalf of the respondent. Viewing the absence of the respondent, without intimation,  and callous attitude being adopted by the PIO seriously, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant in the light of the deficiencies point out by him, before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action will be initiated against him, ex-parte.
7

Adjourned to  17.11.2015 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:  15-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Satnam Singh,

House No. 102, E Model Town,

Patiala.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal Secretary,

Higher Education and Languages,

 Punjab Civil Secretariat – 2,

Sector 9,  Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary,

 Higher Education and Languages,

 Punjab Civil Secretariat – 2,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 834 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Shri  Satnam Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 10.10.2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 10 points regarding posts of Sale Officer and Deputy Director in the Language Department. 

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  19.12.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  03.03.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 04.03.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 10.06.2015.
3.

On 10.06.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. A perusal of case file revealed  that the appellant had not been 
asked by the PIO to deposit document charges within stipulated time frame as per the 
provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Therefore, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant, free of cost,  before the next date of hearing. The case was 
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adjourned to 21.07.2015 for confirmation of compliance of orders.

4.

On 21.07.2015,  the respondent informed  that the information regarding Points No. 1 to 7 and 10 had been supplied to the appellant by the Language Department, Patiala. Regarding Points No. 8 and 9, he submitted  that the matter was  under consideration of the competent authority. He assured  that as and when the case was  finalized, remaining information would  be supplied to the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to ensure that the matter was  expedited so that remaining information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

A telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health. He has further informed that remaining information has not been supplied to him so far.  None is present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation nor the remaining information has been supplied to the appellant. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO is directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.
6.

Adjourned to 17.11.2015 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: 15-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Jagdish Raj,

House No.326, Shaheed Udham

Singh Nagar, Jalandhar.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1998 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Jagdish Raj, Appellant, in person.

Shri  Munish Kumar, Clerk,  Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar, on behalf of the  respondents.


Shri  Jagdish Raj, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 27-03-2014,       addressed to PIO, sought certain information  in tabulated form on 5 points regarding incurring of  expenditure of Rs. 36 Crores on the construction of roads and incurring of expenditure of Rs. 13 Crores on the patch work of roads..

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 08-05-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 12-06-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 12-06-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.09.2014 to be heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. 

3.

On 08.09.2014, none appeared on behalf of the respondent. The appellant 

informed that incomplete information had been supplied to him. Accordingly, the 

appellant was directed to point out point-wise deficiencies in the provided information to 

the PIO and the PIO was directed to supply complete information to the appellant  after 

removing the deficiencies before the next date of hearing.  The case was  adjourned to 

05.11.2014. On the request of the appellant that the case may be fixed for hearing 
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before some other Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, the case was transferred to 
the Bench of the undersigned and was fixed for hearing on 18.02.2014. Due to certain administrative reasons, the case was pre-poned and fixed for 28.01.2015.  

4.

On 28.01.2015,  the appellant informed  that complete information had not been supplied to him as yet. None was present on the last date of hearing and even on 28.01.2015 none  was  present on behalf of the respondents.   Viewing the absence of the  respondent during two consecutive hearings, Shri Kulwinder Singh, S.E.-cum-PIO was  directed to appear,  in person,  on the next date of hearing to explain  reasons for absence vis-à-vis reasons for the delay in the supply of complete information to the appellant. He was  also directed to  explain the factual position of the case so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 11.03.2015.

5.

On 11.03.2015,  the appellant informed   the Commission that no information had  been supplied to him so far. Despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing,  no information had been supplied to the appellant nor Shri Kulwinder Singh, S.E. was  present to explain reasons for delay and absence. Viewing the disobedience of orders of the Commission by Shri Kulwinder Singh, S.E. seriously, one last opportunity  was  afforded to him to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and to explain in person the reasons for delay in the  supply of the information and absence during the hearings , failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him, ex- 

parte.   A copy of the order each  was forwarded to Director Local Government, Punjab and Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned to 22.04.2015.

6.

On 22.04.2015,  Shri  Kulwinder Singh, S.E., appearing on behalf of the  respondents, informed the Commission that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that provided information  was  incomplete. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the PIO was  directed to 

supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case 
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was adjourned to 23.06.2015.
7.

On 23.06.2015,  the appellant informed  that the provided information was  still incomplete and mis-leading. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, it was  directed that point-wise information  as per RTI application of the appellant.  be provided to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The PIO was  also directed to explain the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be provided to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 22.07.2015.
8.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing,  Shri  Kulwinder Singh, S.E., Municipal Corporation Jalandhar was  present on 22.07.2015.  He explained the facts of the case and handed  over information to the appellant in the court. The appellant, after going through the provided information, expressed dis-satisfaction. After discussing the matter at length, the appellant was  directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission, within 10 days and the PIO was  directed to supply the remaining information after removing the deficiencies, before the next date of hearing, which would be pointed out by the Appellant in due course of time. The case was adjourned for today.
9.

Today, the respondent hands over some more information to the appellant in the court today, who after perusing the information informs that the provided information is still incomplete. Accordingly, the PIO is directed supply complete information to the appellant in view of the deficiencies pointed out by him and apprise the Commission of the latest status of the provided information, in person, on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be provided to the appellant without any further delay as the instant RTI application is pending since 27.03.2014.
10.

Adjourned to  07.10.2015  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: 15-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Tejinder Singh,

H. No. 353, SBS Colony,

Maksudan, Jalandhar City. 





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar – 144001.



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 715 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Tejinder Singh,  complainant, in person.

Shri Jatinder Singh, E.O., I.T. Jalandhar, on behalf of the Respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 18.12.2014,   addressed to the respondent, Shri Tejinder Singh, sought various information/documents on 8 points regarding detail of works got executed  by Shri Mukul Soni, Superintending Engineer during the last 10 years. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Tejinder Singh  filed a complaint dated  05.03.2015 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  11.06.2015.

3.

A letter No. JIT/953, dated 03.06.2015 was  received  from the PIO, with a copy to the complainant, vide which information had been provided to him. A perusal of the provided information vis-à-vis the RTI application  revealed  that the provided information  was  incomplete and not as per RTI application of the complainant. Accordingly, the PIO  was   directed to provide information to the complainant as per his RTI application. He  was  also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record to explain factual position of the case so that complete information could be provided to the complainant. The case was adjourned to 22.07.2015.
4.

On 22.07.2015,  a telephonic message was received from the complainant  
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informing that he was  unable to attend hearing  due to death of his relative. 

5.

Shri Jaswant Singh, S.D.O., appearing  on behalf of the Respondent,  submitted  a letter dated 22.07.2015 from Shri D.C.Garg, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar seeking exemption from personal appearance as he had  to visit New Delhi in connection a Writ Petition relating to Improvement Trust Jalandhar  pending in Hon’ble Supreme Court of India. The respondent informed  that sought information  was  huge and voluminous out of which  some information had been supplied to the complainant and the remaining information was  being prepared. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, Shri Jatinder Singh, E.O., I.T. Jalandhar, appearing  on behalf of the Respondent, informs that the information running into 257 pages has already been supplied to the complainant. He hands over remaining information running into 981 pages to the complainant in the court. The complainant seeks time to study the provided information, which is granted.  Accordingly, the complainant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
7.

Adjourned to   17.11.2015  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: 15-09-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Tejinder Singh,

H. No. 353, SBS Colony,

Maksudan, Jalandhar City.  





…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.




…….Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 717 of 2015     

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

Shri Jatinder Singh, E.O., I.T. Jalandhar, on behalf of the Respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 23.01.2015,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Tejinder Singh sought various information/documents on 18 points regarding different works got executed alongwith detail of tenders and particulars of concerned engineers.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Tejinder Singh filed a complaint dated  05.03.2015 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  11.06.2015.

3.

On 11.06.2015, the complainant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. None was  present on behalf of the respondent nor any intimation has been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2015 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 22.07.2015.
4.

On 22.07.2015,  a telephonic message was  received from the complainant  informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to death of his relative. 
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5.

Shri Jaswant Singh, S.D.O., appearing  on behalf of the Respondent,  
Submitted  a letter dated 22.07.2015 from Shri D.C.Garg, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar seeking exemption from personal appearance as he had to visit New Delhi in connection a Writ Petition relating to Improvement Trust Jalandhar  pending in Hon’ble Supreme Court of India. The respondent informed  that sought information  was  huge and voluminous out of which  some information had been supplied to the complainant and the remaining information was  being prepared. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, Shri Jatinder Singh, E.O., I.T. Jalandhar, appearing  on behalf of the Respondent, informs that the information running into 257 pages has already been supplied to the complainant. He hands over remaining information running into 981 pages to the complainant in the court. The complainant seeks time to study the provided information, which is granted.  Accordingly, the complainant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
7.

Adjourned to   17.11.2015  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: 15-09-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Rajwant Kaur w/o Shri Ranjit Singh,

VPO: Raichak, Distt. Gurdaspur.




…….Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (Elementary ),

Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director Public Instructions (Elementary )


Punjab School Education Board Complex, 


Sector: 62, SAS Nagar, Mohali.



……Respondents


Appeal Case  No.   1405 of 2015  

Order

Present: 
Smt. Rajwant Kaur, appellant, in person. 
None for  the respondents.
Mrs. Rajwant Kaur ,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  09-09-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information  regarding appointment of ex-servicemen as teaching fellows up to June, 2014.

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  26-09-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 20-04-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received 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 to 30.07.2015  due to certain administrative reasons.

3.

On 30.07.2015,  the respondent informed  that the requisite information had  already  been sent to the appellant in AC-1332 of 2015.  The appellant was  not present  without any intimation. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send her 
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observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, a letter dated 15.09.2015 has been received through e-mail from DEO(EE) Gurdaspur  informing that he is unable to attend hearing due to some unavoidable  official engagements neither any official has been deputed for the same. He has further informed that information, available on record, has already been supplied to the appellant.  While tendering apology for his  absence today, he has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.
5.

The appellant informs that the same information has been asked for by her in AC-1332 of 2015. She requests that the instant case may be closed. 

6.

Accordingly, the instant case is disposed of and closed as withdrawn.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)
Date: 15-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harish Chander Goyal,

Ayurvedic Store,Channa Bazar,

Jaiton-151202.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Regional Deputy Director, 

Local Government, Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Regional Deputy Director,

 Local Government, Ferozepur.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 419 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri Madan Lal, on behalf of  the   Appellant.

 Shri Rajinder Pal Singh, Clerk, office of Regional Deputy Director Local Government, Ferozepur and Shri Vishav Bandhu, Clerk, Nagar Council Jaito,  on behalf of the respondents.


Shri   Harish Chander Goyal,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated   24-09-2014,   addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his complaint dated 25.04.2013 against officials and Municipal Councilors of Nagar Council Jaito.

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 24-11-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 17-01-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22-01-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.04.2015.

3.

A letter No. 2 vv;;-15$4961, dated 20.04.2015 was received through FAX from Deputy Director, Local Government Ferozepur requesting for adjournment of case to some other date as he was  busy in a meeting at Ferozepur regarding Solid Waste 
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and other officials were  on leave and one official was  away to Chandigarh to attend a Training Programme.  

4.

Shri Madan Lal, appearing on behalf of the  Appellant, informed  that no information had  been supplied to the appellant as yet. Accordingly, the PIO  was 

 directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, under 

intimation to the Commission. On the request of the respondent, the case was adjourned to 03.06.2015.

5.

On 03.06.2015, Shri Dinesh Kumar, Senior Assistant, office of D.L.G. informed  that First Appellate Authority in this case is Regional Deputy Director Ferozepur. Therefore, he was  impleaded as party.  Shri Rajinder Pal Singh, Clerk, office of Regional Deputy Director Local Government Ferozepur informed  that RTI application was transferred to Nagar Council Jaito under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005 for supplying requisite information to the appellant. The appellant informed  that information supplied by Nagar Council Jaiton was  wrong and misleading. He further informed  that he had  furnished the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO. Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to supply correct information to the appellant within 30 days in view of the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant. The case was adjourned to 16.07.2015, which was further postponed to 30.07.2015 due to certain administrative reasons.

6.

A letter dated 23.07.2015 was  received from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing  due to ill health. He  further informed that he had been supplied incorrect and misleading information. He  requested that penalty might be imposed upon the PIO and suitable compensation might  be awarded to him.

7.

On 30.07.2015,  the respondent submitted  a written submission from the representative of the appellant vide which he had  informed that information regarding Points No. 3 and 4 had been supplied to the appellant  and the information regarding Point No. 5 was  still pending. The respondent informed  that the information regarding Point No. 5 had been sent to the appellant vide letter No. 247-248, dated 22.07.2015. Accordingly, the appellant  was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the 
Contd……p/3
AC- 419 of 2015  



-3- 
recently provided information, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
8.

Today, the respondent informs that complete information, available on their record, has been supplied to the appellant. Representative of the appellant asserts that the provided information is incomplete,  incorrect and misleading. After discussing the matter and hearing both the parties,  it observed that the information available on the record of the Public Authority has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them. 
9.

In these circumstances, the case is disposed of and closed. 









    Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhvir Singh, Advocate,

H.No. 477/4-A, Street No.,00,

Hargobind Nagar, Ludhiana.





…..Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Administration of Suvidha Centre, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development),


Ludhiana.







…..Respondents

Appeal Case  No.   1574 of 2015  

Order

Present: 
Shjri Sukhvir Singh, Appellant, in person. 
Shri Jarnail Singh, Administrator-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Sukhvir Singh   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01-10-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding procedure of registration of marriage which is applicable in 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  12-12-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 29-04-2015  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 16.07.2015, which was further postponed to 30.07.2015 due to certain administrative reasons.

3.

On 30.07.2015,  Shri Jarnail Singh, Administrator-cum-PIO, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted  a letter No. 567, dated 15.07.2015 vide which it had been informed that  requisite information had been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 440, dated 10.12.2014. He submitted  a copy of provided information alongwith the said letter dated 15.07.2015, which was  taken on record.
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4.

A letter dated 29.07.2015 was  received through e-mail  on 30.07.2015 from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend  hearing as he had  to appear in District Court at Ludhiana. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date in the interest of justice.  Accordingly, the appellant  was  directed to send his observations on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent-PIO submits a letter No. 579, dated 11.09.2015 vide which it has been informed that the information, available on their record, has been supplied to the appellant. A copy of the said letter is handed over to the appellant, who expresses satisfaction. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Lal Sharma,

S/o Shri Mohan Lal, 

House No. K-207, Mohalla: Teliya,

District: Faridkot – 151203.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o District Education Officer(SE),

Faridkot.








…Respondent


Complaint  Case No.  1057 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
Shri Darshan Lal Sharma, complainant, in person.

Shri Sukhchain Singh, DEO(S) Faridkot,  on behalf of the respondents.



Vide RTI application dated 28.04.2014,    addressed to the respondent, Shri Darshan Lal Sharma,  sought copies of certain documents regarding granting affiliation to a certain school. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Darshan Lal Sharma filed a complaint dated 10.04.2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 20.04.2015 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  02.07.2015.

3.

On 02.07.2015,  the complainant informed that the provided information was  incomplete. After discussing the matter at length, the PIO was  directed to supply remaining information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 04.08.2015.
4.

On 04.08.2015,  the complainant informed  that the information regarding ‘T  had  been supplied after about 8  months, information regarding  ‘n’  had been supplied after 13 months and the  information regarding ‘  J ‘ had  not been supplied as yet. The respondents informed  that the file concerning information  asked for at   J  is 
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missing in the record. Accordingly, D.E.O.(SE) Faridkot  was  directed to explain the factual position in person on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be  supplied to the complainant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Shri Sukhchain Singh, DEO(S) Faridkot, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs that the relevant file is not traceable in their record as per the report of the  custodians of the file and thus information cannot be supplied.  Accordingly, it is directed that an FIR be lodged with the police after obtaining due permission from the D.P.I. so that the relevant file could be traced out and the requisite information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay.
6.

A copy of the order is forwarded to D.P.I.S), Punjab, Mohali to ensure the compliance of the orders.
7.

Adjourned to  03.11.2015 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:  15-09-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

CC:

Director Public Instructions(SE),



Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Complex,

Faridkot.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagpal Singh,

V&PO- Dhurkot Kalan,

Tehsil & District Moga-142011.






…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer(S) ,Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer (S), Faridkot.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 454 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri Jagpal Singh,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Sukhchain Singh, DEO(S) Faridkot,  on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Jagpal Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 07-10-2014,       addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 3 points regarding Government instructions in respect of  stoppage of special allowance to the drivers alongwith copy of office noting.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated   14-11-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  8-01-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 30-01-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 05.05.2015,  which was postponed to 11.05.2015 due to certain administrative reasons.

3.

On 11.05.2015,  the respondent informed that some information  was  not 

available and therefore a clarification had  been sought from the office of D.P.I.(SE), Mohali. Accordingly, Shri Suresh Kumar Arora, Deputy D.E.O.(S), Faridkot  was  
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directed to explain the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 01.07.2015.

4.

As per the directions of the Commission, issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Suresh Kumar Arora, Deputy D.E.O.(S) Faridkot  was  present on 01.07.2015 in person. He informed  that the documents asked for by the appellant through instant  RTI application were  missing from the office record. During discussion an apprehension prevailed  that the information was  not being provided intentionally by the concerned officer/official. Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed that more sincere efforts be made to trace out  the missing file  so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay and in case it does not become available,  then FIR be lodged with the police so that responsibility of the concerned officer/official  for missing of the relevant file could be fixed. 
A copy of the order was forwarded to District Education Officer(SE), Faridkot to ensure the strict compliance of the orders as he  is over-all incharge of the office vis-à-vis fully responsible for the functioning of the office. The case was adjourned to 04.08.2015.
5.

On 04.08.2015,  Shri Nek Singh, Deputy  DEO-cum-PIO, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted  a letter No. 80-81, dated 03.08.2015 vide which it had been  informed  that the concerned  file was  available in the office record and  a clarification in the matter had been sought from the D.P.I.(SE), Punjab,  Mohali regarding paying  Driving Allowance to the appellant. He assured  that as and when clarification  was  received from the DPI(SE), Punjab, Mohali,  requisite information would be supplied to the appellant. 

6.

Accordingly, a copy of the order was  forwarded to D.P.I.(SE), Mohali to ensure that sought clarification was  furnished to the D.E.O.(SE), Faridkot at the earliest so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

Today, the respondent informs that clarification sought from DPI(SE) 
Punjab, Mohali  regarding paying Driving Allowance to the appellant, has not yet been 
received. He assures that as and when the clarification is received, the requisite 
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information will be supplied to the appellant. 
8.

A copy of the order is again forwarded to D.P.I.(SE), Punjab, Mohali to furnish the sought clarification to DEO(SE) Faridkot immediately so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay.

9.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Principal Secretary School Education to ensure the compliance of the orders.
10.

Adjourned to 03.11.2015 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: 15-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Principal Secretary School Education, 

REGISTERED


Punjab,  Punjab Civil Secretariat-2,


Sector: 9, Chandigarh.


Director,  Public Instructions(SE), Punjab,

REGISTERED


Punjab, School Education Board Complex, 

Sector: 62, Mohali.







STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Rajwant Kaur ,

D/o Shri Ranjit Singh Messopurian,

Village: Raichak, Tehsil: Dera Baba Nanak,

District: Gurdaspur.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer(E),

Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Public Instructions(E),


Punjab School Education Board Complex,


Sector: 62, S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali)




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1332 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Smt. Rajwant Kaur,  Appellant, in person.

None for  the respondents.
Smt. Rajwant  Kaur, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 23.07.2014,        addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding recruitment of Teaching Fellows of Ex-Serviceman Category.

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 26.09.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated nil  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  22.01.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.07.2015.
3.

On 08.07.2015,  the respondent informed  that requisite information had 
been supplied to the appellant on 04.07.2015. He handed  over one more copy  of the 
information to the appellant in the court. The appellant expressed  dissatisfaction while stating that the provided information  was  incomplete. Accordingly, the PIO  was 
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 directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 05.08.2015.
4.

On 05.08.2015,  the respondent informed  that requisite information, available on record, had  been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 452-453, dated 06.07.2015. The appellant informed  that the provided information was  incomplete and incorrect. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send her observations, on the provided information, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant  in view of her  observations, after collecting from the concerned quarters. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, a letter dated 15.09.2015 has been received through e-mail from DEO(EE) Gurdaspur  informing that he is unable to attend hearing due to some unavoidable  official engagements neither any official has been deputed for the same. He has further informed that information, available on record, has already been supplied to the appellant.  While tendering apology for his  absence today, he has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.

6.

The appellant informs that she has sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO but complete information has not been supplied to her as yet. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by her, before the next date of hearing failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him as her RTI application is pending since 23.07.2014. 
7.

Adjourned to 28.10.2015  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: 15-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  S.P.Bansal,

House No. 20130, Power House Road,

St.No. 2, Bathinda-151001.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Vice Chancellor,

Panjabi University, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Vice Chancellor,

Panjabi University, Patiala.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1619 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.


Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  S.P. Bansal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 24-12-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding stipulated time limit for clearing the Punjabi  at Matric level  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 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  08-05-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 111-05-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.08.2015.
3.

On 11.08.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents submitted  a letter No. 4976/S-II/1368-14/RTI Cell, dated 07.08.2015, alongwith a copy of provided information, from the PIO,  which was  taken on record. Vide the said letter, it had  been informed by the PIO that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 519/S-II/1368-14/RTI Cell, dated 27.03.2015. 

4.

The appellant informed  that he had  not received the information as yet. 
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Consequently, a copy of the information was  handed over to the appellant in the court. After perusing the provided information, the appellant informed  that the information regarding Point No. 2 had  not been specifically supplied, which was  still pending. Ld. Counsel for the respondents submitted  that the position regarding Point No. 2 had been made clear but the appellant expressed  dis-satisfaction. Consequently, after hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the PIO  was  directed to supply the information to the appellant  regarding Point No. 2 separately. The  appellant further submitted  that there was  inordinate delay in the supply of information. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to make a written submission on the next date of hearing explaining reasons for delay in the supply of information. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

A letter dated 12.09.2015 has been received today  through e-mail from Shri S. P. Bansal, appellant submitting that the PIO may be penalized severely as he has failed to provide complete information within the specified period as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. He has requested that he may be compensated suitably for the detriment and loss suffered by him in obtaining the information in the instant case. 
6.

The PIO of Punjabi University, Patiala has submitted vide his letter  No. 5989/S-II/1368-15/RTI Cell, dated 09.09.2015 regarding delay occurred in the supply of information that information related to different Branches of the University and correspondence had to be made with them for procuring the information with the aim that complete information could be supplied to the appellant. He has further submitted that there is no malafide attention on the part of the PIO  in the delay occurred.  
7.

In view of the submissions made by the appellant and the PIO, I arrive at the conclusion that no malafide attention  on the part of the PIO is proved. Rather the delay occurred is just a procedural delay. Therefore, no further action is required for imposing a penalty upon the PIO. So far as the request of the appellant for awarding him a suitable compensation is concerned, he has  attended only  one hearing in the Commission. Therefore, his request is not accepted.
8.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-09-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldev Singh Sirsa,

Village: Khanwal, P.O.: Sarangdev,

Tehsil: Ajnala, District: Amritsar.





…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer







o/o Shromani Gurudwara Parbandhak Committee,
Teja Singh Samundari Hall, AMRITSAR.




…Respondent


Complaint  Case No.  535 of  2015   

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Simarjit Singh, GPA-cum-PIO and Shri Kuldeep Singh, Assistant Supervisor, on behalf of the respondent.


This  case was last heard by Shri S. S. Channy, Chief Information Commissioner Punjab on 04.08.2015 when the complainant was not present without any intimation and the respondent could not make it due to ill health. Consequently, the case was adjourned for today. In the mean time this case has been transferred to this Bench  for further hearing.
2.

Today,  Shri Simarjit Singh, GPA-cum-PIO,  appearing  on behalf of the respondent, has brought the information for handing over the same to the complainant in the court today but the complainant is not present without any intimation. The respondent submits a copy of the information, which is taken on record. Since the complainant is not present, the respondent-PIO is directed to send the information to the complainant by registered post. In case the complainant is not satisfied, 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 
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RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

3.

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.

4.

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. 

5.

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: 15-09-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri N. B. Bansal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 169, Jan Sahaitya Kender,

Opposite Mini Secretariat,

Patiala – 147001.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer







o/o Chief Secretary, Punjab,
Punjab Civil Secretariat – 1,

Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, 

Punjab Subordinate Services Selection Board,

Forest Complex, Sector: 68, Mohali.




…Respondent


Complaint  Case No. 1622 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri A. K. Bansal, on behalf of the complainant.

Smt. Kulwant Kaur, Senior Assistant, Punjab Subordinate Services Selection Board, on behalf of the respondent.


This  case was last heard by Shri S. S. Channy, Chief Information Commissioner Punjab on 12.08.2015 when none was present for the  complainant without any intimation and the officials  from the office of Subordinate Services Selection Board, Punjab,  appearing on behalf  of the respondent,  informed that the  instant RTI application,  originally addressed to the Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab, was transferred to their office under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and reached their office on 08.06.2015 through General Coordination Branch and  Department of Personnel.  They submitted a reply during course of hearing. Since none was present for the complainant, the respondents were directed to send a copy of the reply to the complainant by registered post and the complainant was advised to revert back to the PIO in case of any deficiency.  Consequently, the case was adjourned for today. In the mean time this case has been transferred to this Bench  for further hearing.
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2.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the complainant informs that deficiencies in the provided information have been furnished to the PIO. The respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. Ld. Counsel for the complainant expresses dissatisfaction. Consequently, the matter is discussed in detail point-wise and found that the information regarding Points No. 2, 3 and 5 is still incomplete. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the complainant in the light of the discussion held today in the court, before the next date of hearing. 
3.

Adjourned to 08.10.2015  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: 15-09-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagmohan Singh Makkar, ,

334, G.T. Road Salem Tabri,

Ludhiana.








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer







o/o Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority,
PUDA Complex, Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1019 of 2015  

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.
This  case was last heard by Shri S. S. Channy, Chief Information Commissioner Punjab on 04.08.2015,  when the complainant informed that complete information was not supplied to him till date. Viewing the irresponsible conduct of the PIO seriously, one last opportunity was afforded to him to supply the requisite information to the complainant, failing which both the compensation and penalty provisions  would be invoked . Consequently, the case was adjourned for today. In the mean time this case has been transferred to this Bench  for further hearing.

2.

Today, none is present for the respondent, without any intimation.   Viewing the willful absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the complainant, within 30 days,  under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  will be initiated against him, ex-parte.
3.

Adjourned to 03.11.2015  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: 15-09-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Arun Garg,

S/o Shri Sham Lal Garg,

House No. 40-41, Central Town,

Village: Dad, P.O.: Lalton, Ludhiana – 142022.




…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Assistant Commissioner of Police,

Rural(Gill), Ludhiana – 141001.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.



……..Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 3447 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
This  case was last heard by Shri S. S. Channy, Chief Information Commissioner Punjab on 30.07.2015,  when compensation of Rs. 1000/- was awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him,  to be paid by the Public Authority. The case was adjourned for today for confirmation of compliance of orders. In the mean time this case has been transferred to this Bench  for further hearing.
2.

A letter dated 08.09.2015 has been received through e-mail from the appellant informing that compensation has not been paid to him till date.

3.

Today, none is present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent. Accordingly, one last opportunity is afforded to the PIO to send compensation amount of Rs. 1000/- to the appellant through a Bank Draft, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action will be initiated against him  under the relevant  provisions of RTI Act, 2005.
4.

Adjourned to 15.10.2015 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: 15-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms. Sonia Rani, 
r/o HL – 168, Sukhdev Nagar, 

Focal Point, Ludhiana – 141010.






…..Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Chief Administrator,
Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority,

Raj Guru Nagar, Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o  Additional Chief Administrator,

Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority,

Raj Guru Nagar, Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.


…..Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 844 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent.
This  case was last heard by Shri S. S. Channy, Chief Information Commissioner Punjab on 30.07.2015,  when the representative of the respondents promised to expedite the information before the next date of hearing. It was made clear that in case the information was not supplied, action for imposing penalty upon the PIO and awarding compensation to the appellant will also be considered on the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned for today. In the mean time this case has been transferred to this Bench  for further hearing.

2.

Today, none is present for the respondent, without any intimation.   Viewing the willful absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the complainant, within 30 days,  under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  will be initiated against him, ex-parte.

3.

Adjourned to 28.10.2015  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: 15-09-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
