STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Amarjeet Singh Dhamotia,

House No. 60/35-P/330, Street No. 8,

Maha Singh Nagar, PO:Dhandari Kalan,

Ludhiana.








…..Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Office ,


(Ludhiana Div.), Ludhiana.




………Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 1613 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri Amarjeet Singh Dhamotia, Appellant, in person.

Shri Rajesh Aery, ETO, Ludhiana-2 and Shri Abhishek Duggal, ETO,  Ludhiana-3, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri Amarjeet Singh Dhamotia, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 03-03-2015,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 6 points regarding cases of Fake Bills detected since 2007-2008. 

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  03-04-2015under 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   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,  the appellant informed  that no information had been supplied to him so far. The respondent informed  that reply had been sent to the appellant that the sought information was  voluminous and vague, which could not be supplied. Consequently, the case  was  discussed in detail. After hearing both the 
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parties, the PIO  was directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the representatives of the respondents make a written submission from Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Ludhiana Division, Ludhiana, which is taken on record. In the written submission DETC Ludhiana has submitted that in the normal course of departmental working, no information as desired by the appellant is maintained in any prescribed manner/format/Rule according to the PVAT Act, 2005. He has further submitted that even if the entire staff is deputed to verify each and every file of all the three districts(Ludhiana-I, II, III) to collect the requisite information, it will take very-very long time to collect the information, which would hamper the routine working of the department and it would come to complete stand still. Consequently, the matter is discussed in detail and after hearing both the parties, the PIO is directed to get the record inspected by the appellant on 14th, 15th and 16th October, 2015 to identify the specific documents required by him. The PIO is also directed to supply the attested copies of requisite documents to the appellant,  identified by him  during inspection, before the next date of hearing.
5.

Adjourned to  01.12.2015  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: 17-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Pawan Kumar Kamra s/o Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

House No. 81, Ward No. 4/12,

Sardoolgarh-151507, Distt. Mansa.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (Elementary),

Mansa.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director of Public Instruction (Elementary),

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar.





…Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 1754 of 2015

 Order

Present: 
Shri Pawan Kumar, appellant, in person.
Shri Prem Singh Mittal, District Manager, Mid Day Meal Scheme,  office of D.E.O.(E) Mansa on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Pawan Kumar Kamra, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  14-01-2015, addressed to PIO, sought certain information  regarding  payment of TA/DA claimed by the entire staff from 15-01-2015 till date. 

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   10-03-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on   20-05-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 05.08.2015.
3.

On 05.08.2015,  Shri Prem Singh Mittal, District Manager, Mid Day Meal, office of D.E.O.(E) Mansa appearing  on behalf of the respondents made  a written submission dated 04.08.2015 vide which it had  been informed that the information had been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. MDM/4547-49, dated 06.07.2015. 
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4.

A letter dated 05.08.2015 was  received from the appellant through e-mail informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to domestic affairs. He  further informed that the provided information 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 case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to furnish the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The PIO is directed to supply the information to the appellant,  in the light of the deficiencies, which will be furnished by him in due course of time. 
6.

Adjourned to 19.11.2015   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: 17-09-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Pawan Kumar Kamra s/o Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

House No. 81, Ward No. 4/12,

Sardoolgarh-151507, Distt. Mansa.











…Appellant



Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (Elementary),

Mansa.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director of Public Instruction (Elementary),

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1751 of 2015

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

Shri Prem Singh Mittal, District Manager, Mid Day Meal Scheme,  office of D.E.O.(E) Mansa on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Pawan Kumar Kamra , Appellant vide an RTI application dated 11-01-2015,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding medical fitness certificates/ copies of fitness reports of the staff employed for mid-day meal scheme. 

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  10-03-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  20-05-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 05.08.2015.
3.

On 05.08.2015,  Shri Prem Singh Mittal, District Manager, Mid Day Meal, office of D.E.O.(E) Mansa appearing  on behalf of the respondents made  a written submission dated 04.08.2015 vide which it had been informed that the information had 
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been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. MDM/4807-08, dated 15.07.2015. 
4.

A letter dated 05.08.2015 was  received from the appellant through e-mail informing that he was  unable to attend hearing today due to domestic affairs. He had further informed that the provided information 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 case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to furnish the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The PIO is directed to supply the information to the appellant,  in the light of the deficiencies, which will be furnished by him in due course of time. 

6.

Adjourned to 19.11.2015   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: 17-09-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Pawan Kumar Kamra s/o Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

House No. 81, Ward No. 4/12,

Sardoolgarh-151507, Distt. Mansa.





…Appellant









Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (Elementary),

Mansa.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director of Public Instruction (Elementary),

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1752 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Pawan Kumar, appellant, in person.

Shri Prem Singh Mittal, District Manager, Mid Day Meal Scheme,  office of D.E.O.(E) Mansa on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Pawan Kumar Kamra, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 12-01-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding payment of salary and allowances to all the staff of mid-day meal from the date of their appointment to-date. 

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  10-03-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  20-05-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 05.08.2015.
3.

On 05.08.2015,  Shri Prem Singh Mittal, District Manager, Mid Day Meal, office of D.E.O.(E) Mansa appearing  on behalf of the respondents made  a written submission dated 04.08.2015 vide which it had  been informed that the information had been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. MDM/5041-42, dated 29.07.2015. 

Contd…..p/2

AC- 1752 of 2015



-2-
4.

A letter dated 05.08.2015 was  received from the appellant through e-mail informing that he was  unable to attend hearing today due to domestic affairs. He had further informed that the provided information 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 case was adjourned for today.

5.

Today, the appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to furnish the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The PIO is directed to supply the information to the appellant,  in the light of the deficiencies, which will be furnished by him in due course of time. 

6.

Adjourned to 19.11.2015   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: 17-09-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Pawan Kumar Kamra s/o Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

House No. 81, Ward No. 4/12,

Sardoolgarh-151507, Distt. Mansa.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (Elementary),

Mansa.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director of Public Instruction (Elementary),

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar.





…Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 1753 of 2015 

 Order

Present: 
Shri Pawan Kumar, appellant, in person.

Shri Prem Singh Mittal, District Manager, Mid Day Meal Scheme,  office of D.E.O.(E) Mansa on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri  Pawan Kumar Kamra , Appellant vide an RTI application dated 10-01-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding copies of appointment letters, conditions of service and copies of attendance report 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  10-03-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  20-05-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, Shri Prem Singh Mittal, District Manager, Mid Day Meal, office of 

D.E.O.(E) Mansa appearing  on behalf of the respondents makes a written submission 

dated 04.08.2015 vide which it has been informed that the information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. MDM/14931-32, dated 22.07.2015. 
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4.

A letter dated 05.08.2015 was  received from the appellant through e-mail informing that he was  unable to attend hearing today due to domestic affairs. He had further informed that the provided information 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 case was adjourned for today.

5.

Today, the appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to furnish the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The PIO is directed to supply the information to the appellant,  in the light of the deficiencies, which will be furnished by him in due course of time. 

6.

Adjourned to 19.11.2015   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: 17-09-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Makhan Singh s/o Shri Jagir Singh,

Village: Bika, PO: Khan Khana,

Distt. Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar-144508.




…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Financial Commissioner,

Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Sectt.-(2), Sector-9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Financial Commissioner,

Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Sectt.-(2), Sector-9, Chandigarh.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1729 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri Makhan Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Ranjit  Singh  Khattra, BDPO Aur; Shri Kesar Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats and Shri Lal Chand, Patwari,  on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri  Makhan Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  30-01-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on  points such as how much amount was received from the Govt. for the purchase of vehicle by the BDPO, SBS Nagar and whether the necessary permission to purchase the vehicle was obtained from the govt. and 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 24-03-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 16.03.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was
received in the Commission on 19.05.2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 05.08.2015.
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3.

On 05.08.2015,  the respondent informed  that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant on 05.05.2015. He handed  over one more copy of the 
information to the appellant in the court. He submitted  a copy to the Commission, which was  taken on record. 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 and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies, if any, pointed out by the appellant.  The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the appellant submits that he has sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO but no information has been supplied to him as yet. Shri Ranjit  Singh  Khattra, BDPO Aur,  appearing   on behalf of the respondents submits that DDPO Nawan Shahr has been transferred and new incumbent has not joined as yet. He seeks some more time to enable him to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which is granted.  Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him.
 
5.

Adjourned to 18.11.2015   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: 17-09-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dilbagh Chand s/o Shri Ramji Dass,

Village: Hiyatpur, PO: Hambowal,

District:  Ludhiana.








…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Financial Commissioner,

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab Civil Sectt.2, Sector 9, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1627 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.

Shri Sukhdev Singh, Junior Assistant, office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Mohali; Shri Rakesh Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, Block: Machhiwara and Shri Surjit Singh, Sarpanch,  on behalf of the respondents. 

Shri  Dilbagh Chand , Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30-03-2015,  addressed to PIO, sought copy of action taken report on his application dated 09-03-2015. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 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  07-05-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.08.2015.
3.

A letter No. 10/60/13-L.D.-3/Ludhiana/13380, dated 30.07.2015 was  received from Shri Shivdev Singh Dandiwal, PIO-cum-Deputy Director(L.D.), office of 

Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali vide which it had  been informed that DDPO Ludhiana had been asked vide letter No. 10/60/13-L.D.-
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3/Ludhiana/2937, dated 17.07.2015 to decide the matter on merit  at the earliest and the appellant had been asked to contact him.

4.

The appellant  was  not present without any intimation. Since the requisite information had not been supplied to the appellant, the PIO was  directed to  supply the requisite information to the appellant after collecting from the  DDPO Ludhiana. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to DDPO Ludhiana to decide the matter at the earliest, under intimation to the Commission, so that requisite information could be  supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent has brought a letter No. 4051/DA-1, dated 16.09.2015 addressed to the appellant, from the DDPO, Ludhiana for handing over to the appellant, but the appellant is not present. Vide the said letter, appellant has been informed that cases regarding Shamlat Land of Gram Panchayat Hiyatpur are pending in the court of Collector-cum-DDPO, Ludhiana. Since the appellant is not present, the respondent is directed to send the said letter to the appellant by registered post. A copy of this letter is submitted to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
6.

The respondent submits that DDPO Ludhiana has been asked by Deputy Director-cum-PIO, office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Mohali vide letter No. 2937, dated 17.07.2015  to decide the matter at the earliest so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The respondent further submits that next date of hearing of these cases in the Court of DDPO-cum-Collector, Ludhiana is 29.09.2015. 
7.

In view of the facts and circumstances of the case narrated above, it is directed that as and when the matter is decided by DDPO-cum-Collector, Ludhiana, requisite information be supplied to the appellant, under intimation to the Commission.
8.

Accordingly, the instant case is disposed of and closed. 
 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-09-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Mohit Suneja,

Shop No.4, SSS Complex,

Batala Road, Amritsar-143001.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Assistant Excise & Taxation

Commissioner, Amritsar-I.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation


Commissioner,Amritsar-1.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 577 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None is present on behalf of both the parties.

 Shri   Mohit Suneja,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated   28-10-2014,  addressed to PIO, sought copies of Assessment order and ICC Data  for the period from April, 2005 to March, 2012 in respect of M/s Shri Krishna International, Hall Bazar, Amritsar.

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  28-11-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  09-01-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 06-02-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 20.05.2015.
3.

A letter dated 20.05.2015 was  received from the appellant through e-mail informing the Commission that he  was  not able to attend hearing  due to an urgent work. He   requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 

4.

A letter No. 577, dated 13.05.2015 was  received from the PIO-cum-AETC, Amritsar informing the Commission that appeal filed by the applicant  was  pending before First Appellate Authority-cum-DETC, Amritsar. He  requested to adjourn 
the case till a decision was  taken by the First Appellate Authority. 
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5.

 As per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, information is to be supplied to the appellant  within 30 days and in the instant  case RTI application of the applicant is pending since 28.10.2014. Therefore, PIO was  directed to supply requisite information to the appellant  within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 14.07.2015.

6.

On 14.07.2015,  the respondent submitted  that the sought information related  to third party, which could not  be supplied. The appellant explained  the factual position vis-à-vis the ground for seeking the information. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length it  was  observed that the sought information  was  not a thirty party information and accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to supply the requisite information, as available on record, to the appellant and in case any information was  not available, then a written submission to this effect be made on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 11.08.2015.
7

On 11.08.2015, since  none was  present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents,  one last  opportunity  was  afforded to the PIO to supply the requisite information to the appellant  before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under  the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him.  The case was adjourned for today.
8.

A letter No. 608, dated 09.09.2015 has been received from PIO-cum-AETC, Amritsar-1, enclosing a copy of provided information,  informing that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 896-897, dated 03.08.2015. 
9.

The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations, on the provided information, have been received from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied.
10.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Singh Chauhan, Advocate,

Chamber No. 462, Yadwindra Complex,

District Courts, Patiala.







…..Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer(SE),

Amritsar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director of Public Instructions(SE),


Punjab School Education Board Complex,


Phase-8, Mohali.






….Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1403 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Rajdeep Singh, Dealing Assistant(RTI), office of DEO(SE), Amritsar,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Ram Singh Chauhan,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 26.11.2014, addressed to PIO, of the office of D.P.I.(SE) Punjab, Mohali, sought certain information on 5 points in respect of Shri Avtar Singh(S.L.A.) who was posted at S.S.S. Jandkala Guru(Boys) upto 2007-2008 regarding his length of service, voluntary retirement, Gratuity, Leave Encashment, GPF, Departmental Action, etc., which was transferred to D.E.O.(SE), Amritsar under Section 6(3)(2) of RTI Act, 2005 vide Memo. No. 17/166-14(3)/2385-86, dated 15.01.2015.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 05.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated nil  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received 
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 12.08.2015  due to certain administrative reasons.
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3.

On 12.08.2015,  a perusal of the case file revealed  that the PIO of the office of D.E.O.(SE), Amritsar had supplied requisite information to the appellant vide letter No. RTI-2015/303, dated 14.07.2015. The appellant was  not present without any intimation. Accordingly, he was  directed to furnish his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information after removing the deficiencies, if any, pointed out by the appellant in due course of time. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has again been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 405-406, dated 14.08.2015 and no observations have been received from him. He submits a copy to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
5.

The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations, on the provided information, have been received from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied.
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ashok Gupta,

Gali No. 12, Janta Colony, Rampura Phool,

Distt. Bathinda.







……….Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer








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


………Respondent

Complaint  Case No.   1243 of 2015  

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Gurtej Singh, Incharge Principal, on behalf of the  respondent.



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

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri   Ashok Gupta  filed a complaint dated  30-04-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 05-05-2015 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  12.08.2015.
3.

A letter dated 11.08.2015 was  received through e-mail from the complainant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing  due to ill health of his wife. He  further informed that no information had  been provided  to him by the PIO as yet. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 

4.

On 12.08.2015,  the respondent was  not present without any intimation nor the information had been supplied to the complainant. Viewing the callous attitude of the respondent PIO seriously, he was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today. 
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5.

Today, the respondent informs that the information was supplied to the complainant on 20.01.2015 and 20.08.2015 and thereafter he furnished some deficiencies in the provided information. Consequently, after removing the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant, complete information was supplied to him on 04.09.2015.
6.

The appellant is not present without any intimation. In case he is still not satisfied with the provided information, his attention is invited to the judgement of 

the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

7.

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.

8.

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. 

9.

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:  17-09-2015

            

 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sat Pal S/o Chhaju Ram,

Village-Dhira District Pathankot.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Education Officer (E),

Pathankot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer (E),


Pathankot.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  75 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Malkeet Singh, Assistant Project Coordinator(General), office of D.E.O.(E), Pathankot,  on behalf of the respondents


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

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  20-10-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   15-12--2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 17-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.03.2015.

3.

On 25.03.2015,  the appellant informed  that he deposited Rs. 484/- as document charges against which information running into 110 pages in respect of 
Points No. 1 and 2 had been supplied to him, which was  incorrect. The information regarding remaining 8 points had  not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, the PIO 
was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of 
hearing. He was  also directed to explain the reasons for delay personally on the next 
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date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 04.06.2015.
4.

On 04.06.2015,  the appellant informed  that the provided information was incomplete and had  not been attested. On the directions of the Commission, the appellant gave  in writing the deficiencies in the provided information, which were  handed over to the respondent and a copy  was  retained  in the Commission File. Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to attest the provided information and supply the remaining information in view of the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant, before the next date of hearing,  failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 21.07.2015.

5.

On 21.07.2015,  none was  present on behalf of the respondent. A telephonic message was  received from the respondent informing that he   was  unable to attend the hearing due to ill health. Viewing the absence  of the respondent vis-à-vis callous and lackadaisical attitude being adopted by  the PIO in this case, seriously, a Show-Cause Notice was  issued to the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005,  to explain in  writing the reasons through a duly attested affidavit on the next date of hearing  as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him, failing which the case would  be decided ex-parte. Besides, he was  directed to provide the complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 12.08.2015.
6.

On 12.08.2015,  the respondent  brought the information running into 110 pages and handed  over the same to the appellant. After perusing the information, the appellant pointed  out the  deficiencies in the provided information, in black and white, to the respondent. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information after removing the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant. 

7.

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

8.

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

Today, the respondent informs that a copy of Manual and Bank Draft for Rs. 280/- have been sent to the appellant by registered post on 02.09.2015 as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing. 
10.

A telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing that he has received a Bank Draft for Rs. 180/- but the provided information is wrong and mis-leading. He has requested that the PIO may be directed to supply correct information to him. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to supply correct information to the appellant in view of the deficiencies, which will be furnished by him  in due course of time.
11.

Adjourned to 24.11.2015  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: 17-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

H.No. 60/35-P/330, Street No. 8,

Maha Singh Nagar, PO: Dhandari Kalan,

Ludhiana.-141014.








…Appellant




Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1983 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, Appellant, in person.

Shri Jaspreet Singh, Clerk, office of Tehsildar(East) Ludhiana,  on behalf of the  respondents. 
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia , Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30-04-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on six points regarding Sale Deeds of certain Khasra Numbers.
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 10-06-2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 10-06-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.08.2015.

3.

On 26.08.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. 
4.

After the hearing was  over and appellant  had left,  Shri Jaspreet Singh, Clerk, appeared  before the Commission on behalf of the respondents. He submitted  a letter No. 185-196/RTI, dated 21.08.2015, addressed to the appellant, with a copy 
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endorsed to the Commission, from Tehsildar-cum-PIO, Ludhiana(East), which was  taken on record. Vide the said letter a detailed reply had been sent to the appellant by the PIO. Since the appellant had  left, the respondent was  directed to send one more copy of this letter to the appellant by registered post and the appellant was  directed to proceed further accordingly and send his observations, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent submits that the appellant can obtain the requisite documents by depositing requisite fee. The appellant submits that he has not been asked to deposit document charges within time frame as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 and therefore he may be supplied the information free of cost. 
6.

After hearing both the parties, the PIO is directed to supply attested copies of those documents, whose fee has been prescribed by the Revenue Department,   to the appellant by charging the requisite fee. The PIO is also directed to supply the   other  documents, free of cost,  since  he has not been asked to deposit document charges within time limit as per the provision of RTI Act, 2005.
7.

Adjourned to 01.12.2015  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: 17-09-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt.  Kusum Bala W/o Vijay Kumar,

H. NO. 705, Jawahar Nagar, Gali No. 2,

Partap Bazar, Chheharta, Amritsar.




…..Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Elementary Education Officer,
Verka Block,  Golden Avenue, Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o District Education Officer (Elementary),

District Courts, Amritsar.





….Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 2509 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant.
Shri Sahil Salwan, Clerk, office of BEEO, Verka Block, on behalf of the respondents.
Smt. Kusum Bala, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 01.09.2014,      addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 3 points regarding revision of her  pension. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 29.10.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 30.07.2015  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.

A letter dated 09.09.2015 has been received from the appellant informing that she is unable to attend hearing today due to their pre-scheduled trip to various religious places. 
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4.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 1004-1006, dated 15.09.2015 from BEEO, Verka, Amritsar, which is taken on record. Vide the said letter status of provided information has been explained. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send a copy of this letter to the appellant by registered post and the appellant is directed to send her observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The PIO-cum-BEEO, Verka Block, Amritsar is directed to supply complete information to the appellant, before the next date of hearing,  in  the light of the observations, to be submitted by her, in due  course of time.   He is also directed to make a written submission explaining   reasons for delay in the supply of information. 
5.

A copy of the order is forwarded to District Education Officer(E), Amritsar to ensure the compliance of the orders.

6.

Adjourned to 18.11.2015  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: 17-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

District Education Officer(Elementary),

REGISTERED



District Courts, Amritsar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Shimla Garg,

R/o H. No. 40-41, Central Town,

Village – Dad, Post Officer: Lalton Kalan,

Ludhiana.








…..Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Joint Registrar (Rules),

Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Registrar (Admn),


Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.


….Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 1813 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri S. C. Malik, Joint Registrar(Rules)-cum-PIO and Shri Charanjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.


This  case was last heard by Shri S. S. Channy, Chief Information Commissioner Punjab on 20.08.2015,  when the appellant was not present and a letter was received from her through e-mail informing that she had  not been provided the requisite information. She requested to adjourn the case to 25.08.2015 or 18.09.2015. 

2.

The respondent-PIO  informed that the appellant  had asked for copies of judicial  record and there was a separate process of getting the same. Accordingly, the respondent-PIO was directed to inform about that. 
3.

Accordingly, on the request of appellant, the case was adjourned for 18.09.2015. In the mean time this case has been transferred to this Bench  for further hearing.

4.

Since the court was not to be held by this Bench on 18.09.2015, the appellant was informed on telephone on 10.09.2015  that the case would be heard on 17.09.2015 at 11.00 A.M. 
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5.

A letter dated 16.09.2015 has been received through e-mail from the appellant today informing that she is unable to attend hearing on telephone call. 
6.

Today, the respondent-PIO submits that a detailed speaking order has been issued in compliance with  the order dated 20.08.2015 passed by the Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab. He submits a copy of the said order, which is taken on record. The respondent-PIO submits that requisite information has been supplied  to the appellant. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send her 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 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Gora Lal,

S/o Sh. Hem Raj,

Model Town, Gali No. 4,

Goniana Mandi, Distt: Bathinda.





…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer







o/o Regional Deputy Director,
Local Government, Bathinda.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1418 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Gora Lal,  complainant, in person.
Shri Gurparkash Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Jagtar Singh, Inspector, Municipal Council, Goniana Mandi, on behalf of the respondent.


This  case was last heard by Shri Yashvir Mahajan, State  Information Commissioner Punjab on 18.08.2015,  when the appellant was not present and the respondent informed that the information had been provided but no document in confirmation of the same was available with him. No definite conclusion could be drawn at that juncture and the case was adjourned for today.  In the mean time this case has been transferred to this Bench  for further hearing.

2.

Today, the complainant informs that requisite information has been supplied to him. He requests that the case may be closed. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-09-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Gora Lal, S/o Sh. Hem Raj,

Model Town, Gali No. 4,

Goniana Mandi, District:  Bathinda.




…Complainant


Versus

Public Information Officer







o/o Regional Deputy Director,

Local Government, Bathinda.
Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,Goniana Mandi.





…Respondents


Complaint  Case No. 1417 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Gora Lal,  complainant, in person.
Shri Gurparkash Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Jagtar Singh, Inspector, Municipal Council, Goniana Mandi, on behalf of the respondent.



This  case was last heard by Shri Yashvir Mahajan, State  Information Commissioner Punjab on 18.08.2015,  when the appellant was not present and the respondent informed that the information running into 36 pages had been supplied to the complainant. After the hearing was over and the respondent had left,  the appellant appeared before the Commission. He denied having received the complete information. To ascertain this fact,   the case was adjourned for today.  In the mean time,  this case has been transferred to this Bench  for further hearing.

2.

Today, the complainant informs that partial  information has been received on 06.08.2015 after 6 months,  whereas the information regarding Points No. 2, 8 and 10 is still pending. The complainant submits that he may be suitably compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by him.  Accordingly, the respondent PIO is directed to supply the remaining information before the next date of hearing. He is also directed to make a written submission on the next date of hearing explaining reasons for delay.
3.

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: 17-09-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
