STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagtar Singh S/o Shri  Pal Singh,

Village Ghatore,Tehsil Kharar

District SAS Nagar.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Kharar, District SAS Nagar.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 216 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the   complainant.

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


Vide RTI application dated 04-11-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri   Jagtar Singh sought copies of resolutions passed by Gram Panchayat Ghatore from 1974 to 1976, names of Schemes floated by Punjab/Central Government from May, 2008 to June, 2013, detail of expenditure incurred on different schemes and 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jagtar Singh  filed a complaint dated 02-01-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  05-01-2015  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  08.04.2015, which was postponed to 27.04.2015 and then further for 18.05.2015  due to certain administrative reasons.

3.

On 18.05.2015,  the respondent informed  that since document charges had not been deposited by the complainant, the requisite information had not been supplied to him. He further submitted  that since the sought information  was  voluminous, the complainant might  be asked to inspect the record and identify the documents specifically required by him. 

4.

After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the complainant was  directed to inspect the record on 27.05.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  in the 
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Office of the PIO  and identify the documents required by him and the PIO  was  directed to supply the identified documents to the complainant on the spot, free of cost. The case was adjourned to 09.07.2015.
5.

On 09.07.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the complainant informed  that as per the directions of Commission issued on the last date of hearing, he  visited the office of BDPO, Kharar to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him but no record was shown to him. 

6.

None is present on behalf of the respondent. Therefore, BDPO, Kharar was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record so that complete information could be supplied to the complainant, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

Today, the respondent informs that the relevant record was inspected by the complainant and consequently requisite information was supplied to him by registered post but the same has been received back with the observations of the postal authority that the complainant has refused to receive the information. The complainant is not present without intimation . Accordingly, the complainant is directed to obtain the information from the PIO, if he so desires, and in case he is still not satisfied with the provided information, then his attention is invited to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of 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.

8.

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 
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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.

9.

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. 

10.

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: 18-08-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Gulshan Rai Sanger, 

Jr.Assistant, D.A.N.College,

Mohalla Vaid Hem Raj,

NAWANSHAHR.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

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





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

Chandigarh.








…Respondent





 Complaint  Case No. 1900 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
None  for the  complainant.

 Shri Ajit Singh, ASI, office of Chief Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab and Smt. Savita Nancy,  Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(Colleges), Punjab,   on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated  25-04-2014  addressed to the respondent, Sh.Gulshan Rai sought copy  of dispatch register and copy of Action Taken Report on his complaint dated 28.03.2014 sent to Shri Jagtar Singh, Assistant Deputy Director.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Gulshan Rai filed a complaint dated 04-07-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 09-07-2014  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  30.09.2014, which was preponed  to 23.09.2014.

3.

On 23.09.2014, Shri Baldev Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondent, sought  time to enable him to supply requisite information to the complainant, which was granted and the case was adjourned to 09.12.2014.

4.

On 09.12.2014, the complainant informed the Commission that he did  not 

want information in respect of Para No. 1 and requested  that the information in respect  

of Para No. 2 might  please be supplied to him, which   was already late.  Smt. Jagmeet Kaur, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent submitted  a Memo. No. 
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16/7-2012-Grant-II(6)/1395, dated 08.12.2014 from Deputy Director, which was  taken 

on record. Vide the said Memo. it had been requested to grant some more time to 

enable them to supply requisite information to the complainant as their office had been shifted from Mohali to Sector:17, Chandigarh and the record was  being arranged.  

5.

Accordingly, the PIO was   directed to supply requisite information to the complainant  regarding Para No. 2 of his  RTI application, before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him, as the RTI application is pending since 25.04.2014. The case was adjourned to 29.01.2015. 

6.

On 29.01.2015, Shri Surinder Pal, Deputy Director  and Shri Jasbir  Singh, Senior Assistant,  office of D.P.I.(Colleges), Punjab, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informed  the Commission that Vigilance Report had been received. They assured that Action Taken Report would be supplied to the complainant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 08.04.2015, which was postponed to 27.04.2015 and then further for 18.05.2015 due to certain administrative reasons. 

7.

A letter dated 08.05.2015 was  received from the complainant  informing that he was  unable to attend hearing on 18.05.2015.  He  requested to take appropriate action for imposing penalty  upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information. 

8.

 Shri Rajesh Sood, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondent informed  that copy of Inquiry  Report had not  been received from the Vigilance Department as yet. He further informed  last reminder had  been sent to them on 08.04.2015. He assured  that as and when Inquiry Report was  received, that would  be supplied to the College Authorities for taking appropriate action. 
A copy of the order is forwarded to  Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, SCO No. 60-61, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh for furnishing Inquiry Report to D.P.I. Colleges, Punjab at the earliest so that complete requisite information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 09.07.2015.
9.

A letter dated 06.07.2015 was  received through e-mail from the appellant seeking exemption from appearance on 09.07.2015.  He  further  informed  that 

Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab had sent Inquiry Report to the D.P.I.(Colleges)  but 
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requisite information had not been supplied to him as yet. 
10.

The respondent informed  that Inquiry Report had  been received from the Vigilance Department and the same was  under consideration of the Department and as  and when action was  finalized, requisite information would  be supplied to the appellant. The case was adjourned for today.
11.

Today, Shri Ajit Singh, ASI, office of Chief Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab informs the Commission that copy of Inquiry Report has already been supplied to D.P.I.(Colleges), Punjab and one more copy is again being sent to them as per the orders dated 18.05.2015 of the Commission. 
12.

The respondent , appearing on behalf of D.P.I.(Colleges) Punjab, informs that the Inquiry Report is  still under  the consideration of the competent authority. She seeks adjournment to enable them  to supply the requisite Action Taken Report to the appellant. 
13.

Adjourned to 20.10.2015 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: 18-08-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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

5-C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana – 141010.





…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.



…..Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 1601 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, Appellant, in person.
Shri Saudagar Singh, Law Officer-cum-PIO and Shri Rajiv Kumar, Senior Assistant-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the respondents.

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

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  02.04.2015    under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  nil  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 07.05.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.07.2015.
3.

On 15.07.2015,  the respondent informed  that some information was  not available whereas remaining information had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that the information relating to Complaint Branch had been supplied to him whereas  the information relating to Legal Branch had not been provided as yet. 
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He further added  that no cognizance had been taken by the  PIO regarding the information asked for at Point 1-A.  Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send his observations point-wise on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO  was   directed to supply point-wise information to the appellant  after removing the deficiencies, which would be furnished  by the appellant in  the meantime. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

A letter dated 12.08.2015 has been received through e-mail on 13.08.2015  from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health. He has further informed that the information said to have been mailed has not reached him and  hence he could not send his point-wise observations. He has also informed that information regarding Point 1(a) has not been provided till date. 
5.

The respondent makes a written submission dated 18.08.2015  stating that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant. While handing over a copy of the letter,  received from the appellant, to the respondent, he is again directed to supply complete information to the appellant and in case any information is not available in their record, a duly attested affidavit be submitted  from the PIO on the next date of hearing. 
6.

Adjourned to  14.10.2015 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: 18-08-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Avtar Singh, S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Village Buraj Kalara, PO: Hathur,

Block Jagraon, District: Ludhiana. 




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Legal Officer (A), Reader to

D.R.D.P (Legal Department),

Director Rural Development & Panchayats,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats,


Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1173 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Avtar Singh,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Ishwar Singh, Steno-cum-Reader, office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Mohali, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Avtar Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24.07.2014,     addressed to PIO, sought copy of Inquiry Report of Divisional Deputy Director, Patiala regarding cancellation of resolution dated 01.04.2011 regarding Cremation Ground. 
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 08.09.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  27.03.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 06.04.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 24.06.2015.

3.

On 24.06.2015,  the respondent informed  that since the  Inquiry Report had  not been received as yet from Divisional Deputy Director, Patiala, the requisite 

information could not be supplied to the appellant.  Accordingly, Shri Pushpinder Singh 
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Grewal, Divisional Deputy Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Patiala 
Division, Patiala  was  directed to be 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 23.07.2015.
4.

As per the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing, Shri Pushpinder Singh Grewal, Divisional Deputy Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Patiala Division, Patiala was  present on 23.07.2015.  He explained  the factual position of the case and informed  that Inquiry Report had  been sent to the Director Rural Development and Panchayat,Punjab,  Mohali for taking further necessary action.  Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant within 20 days, under intimation to the Commission.  The respondent assured that the requisite information would  be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, with a copy to the Commission. The appellant confirms it while stating that he is satisfied with the provided information and the case may be closed. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  18-08-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jagpal Singh S/o Sampuran Singh,

H.No.17, Judge Enclave,

Sector 77, SAS Nagar-160077.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o   Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Majri,

District SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o  District Development &

Panchayat Officer, SAS Nagar.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 569 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
 Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant. 

None  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Jagpal Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated   31-10-2014,      addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 9 points regarding income of Gram Panchayat Bharojian and detail of expenditure incurred by it in Appeal Cases.
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  04-12--2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 05-02-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 05-02-2015and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.05.2015.

3.

On 19.05.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the appellant  informed   the Commission that complete information had  not been supplied to the appellant so far. After hearing 

both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 7 days, under intimation to the Commission. 
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The case was adjourned to 09.07.2015.

4.

On 09.07.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the appellant informed that the information provided by the respondents  was  incomplete, incorrect and misleading . None  was  present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO  was  directed to supply correct and complete information to the appellant as per his RTI application within a period of seven days positively, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 28.07.2015.
5.

On 28.07.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the appellant sought  adjournment of the case to enable him to submit a rejoinder in this case, which was granted. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the appellant  informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. He requests that the case may be closed. 
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-08-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H. S. Hundal,,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase: 3B1, S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.





…..Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Engineer, 

PWD(B&R), Central Works, Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Superintending Engineer, PWD, Ferozepur.

……..Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 1501 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Harpreet Singh, S.D.O.,  on behalf of respondents.

The case was last heard  on 21.05.2015 by the Bench of Shri B.C. Thakur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. On demitting the office on superannuation by Shri B.C. Thakur, the case has been allotted  to this Bench. 

2.

During hearing on 21.05.2015, Shri Angrej Singh, Executive Engineer, PWD, B&R, Central Works, Ferozepur informed  that the RTI application filed by the appellant was received in  his office on 16.02.2015 and documents charges amounting  to Rs. 425/- were demanded from him vide letter No. 3738, dated 23.02.2015 for supplying him the information but the same had not been deposited by him. The appellant, while contesting the claim of the respondent, informed that he had sent RTI application on 06.01.2015 by post. Accordingly, the appellant was directed to submit proof to this effect. The case was adjourned to 09.07.2015.

3.

On 09.07.2015, the appellant produced postal receipt bearing date as 06.01.2015 proving that the RTI application was sent  by him on 06.01.2015 to the PIO. Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to supply duly attested complete information to the 
appellant, free of cost, within  a  week, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 28.07.2015.
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4.

On 28.07.2015,  the appellant informed  that some information had  been supplied to him but the information regarding Points No. 1, 4, 5, 8, 9 and 10  was  still pending. Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him.   The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent hands over remaining information running into about 50 pages to the appellant in the court today. The appellant seeks time to study the provided information. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations,deficiencies,  if any, on the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
6.

Adjourned to 14.10.2015 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: 18-08-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kuldeep Singh,

Bazar Vakilan, Hoshiarpur.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,





O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Hoshiarpur.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1920 of 2015

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.

Shri Balbir Singh, Deputy D.E.O.(SE) and Shri Narinder Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Kuldeep Singh , Appellant vide an RTI application dated 09-03-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on ten  points in respect of Smt. Sukhwinder Kaur, D.E.O.(SE) Hoshiarpur and Shri Salinder Singh, Principal, Government Senior Secondary School(Boys), Tanda. 
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 02-06-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  03-06-2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Shri Balbir Singh, Deputy D.E.O.(SE)-cum-PIO, Hoshiarpur  submits a letter No. PIO/2381, dated 17.08.2015 vide which it has been informed that the information regarding all the 10 points has been supplied to the appellant. 
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4.

A letter dated 17.08.2015 has been received from the appellant informing that the provided information regarding points No. 1,3,4 and 10 is incomplete. He has also sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the Commission, with a copy to the PIO. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant, in view of deficiencies pointed out by him,  before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission.
5.

Adjourned to 10.09.2015  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-08-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagpal Singh s/o Shri Sampuran Singh,

H.No./ 17, Judge Enclave, Sector-77,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Majri, Distt. SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,





…Respondents

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).
Appeal Case  No.  1932 of 2015

Order
Present: 
 Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant. 


None for the respondents.
Shri Jagpal Singh  , Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15-12-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on ten points regarding a piece of land of Hadbast No. 160. 

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 03-06-2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on    04-06-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. He requests that the case may be closed. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/-



 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-08-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Malkeet Khan s/o Shri Jumma Khan,

Village: Balipur, PO: Kaliyana,

District:  Patiala.








…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Director Public Instruction (SE),

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar. 





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1945 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant. 

Shri Ravinder Kumar, Clerk, office of D.E.O.(SE), Patiala, on behalf of the respondents. 

Shri Malkeet Khan , Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22-07-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding date of starting a middle school in village Kheri Manian.   

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 5-05-2015 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 today.

3.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 71, dated 14.08.2015 from D.E.O.(SE), Patiala, addressed to the appellant with a copy to the Commission, vide which requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The respondent also submits a copy of a letter addressed to D.E.O.(SE) Patiala from the appellant vide which he has withdrawn his RTI application. 
4.

In the light of the circumstances narrated above, the case is disposed of and closed. 








 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-08-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Manohar Singh s/o Shri Ranjit Singh,

H.L.71, Roopnagar Outside Gate Hakimanwala,

Amritsar.









…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director Administration,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd,

The Mall Road, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o  Chief Managing Director,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd,

The Mall Road, Patiala.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1947 of 2015

Order
Present: 
Shri Manohar Singh, appellant, in person.
Shri Maninder Pal Singh, Senior XEN, Sub-Urban Amritsar, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Manohar Singh , Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 19-11-2014, addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his representation dated 16.09.2014.
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 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  04-06-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on   05-06-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent  informs that most of the sought information is vague and  not covered under RTI Act, 2005. He further informs that  the information, available on record, has already  been supplied to the appellant. 
4.

After hearing both the parties,  the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-08-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shyam Singh,

183/9, Jaimal Colony, near Dulladi gate,

Nabha, District:  Patiala.







…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, Nabha,
District: Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1952 of 2015

Order
Present: 
Shri Shyam Singh, appellant, in person.
Smt. Baljinder Kaur, B.P.E.O. Bhadson-1 at Nabha and Smt. Manjit Kaur, S.D.A., office of S.D.M. Nabha, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Shyam Singh , Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23-01-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 7 points regarding private schools, marriage palaces, Canteen in Judicial Complex, Government Library, Pesu Mandi
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  nil under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on   05-06-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondents inform  that some information has already been supplied to the appellant. They hands over remaining information to the appellant in the court today, who expresses satisfaction and requests that the case may be closed. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-08-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Sanjeev Thakur,

Village: Gudha Khurd, PO: Madhopur Cantt,

Pathankot.









…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Madhopur Barrier, Information Collection Centre,

Madhopur, Distt. Pathanko.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1964 of 2015

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.



Shri Gurdip Singh, ETO Madhopur, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Sanjeev Thakur , Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27-11-2014,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information on three points regarding penalty cases, disposal registers and log book.  

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 nil   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on   05-06-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

A letter dated 12.08.2015 has been received from the appellant requesting that his absence for today may be excused. He has  informed that the PIO has denied to supply the information under Section 8(j) of RTI Act, 2005, being third party information. 
Contd…….p/2

AC-1964 of 2015



-2-
4.

Today, Shri Gurdip Singh, ETO Madhopur, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs that since the sought information relates to third party, the same has not been supplied. Consequently, after  perusing the RTI application and discussing the matter, it is observed that the sought information does not relate to third party and accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply requisite complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
5.

Adjourned to  20.10.2015 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: 18-08-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Tejinder Singh,

Village: Bholapur, PO: Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.






…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat,  Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab,

Bhupendra Road, Patiala.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1966 of 2015

Order
Present: 
 None  on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Shri Tejinder Singh , Appellant vide an RTI application dated 02-02-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on nine  points  in respect of Shri Arun Thamman, E.T.O. 

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  05-06-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on   05-06-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

None is present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents, without any intimation.  Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO is directed to supply requisite 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. 
Contd…….p/2

AC- 1966 of 2015



-2-
4.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Patiala, to ensure the compliance of the orders.

5.

Adjourned to  14.10.2015 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: 18-08-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
CC:

Excise and Taxation Commissioner,



Punjab, Bhupendra Road, Patiala.


REGISTERED
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt.  Nirmala Devi w/o Sh. Mehar Chand,

House No. 128, Gali No. 3./3, Green Avenue,

Bibiwala Road, Bathinda.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Government Senior Secondary School,

Gobindpura, Distt. Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o District Education Officer (SE), Bathinda.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1973 of 2015

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Smt.  Nirmala Devi , Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27-02-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought copies of GPF Ledger, G.I.S. Ledger and names of PIO and APIO.
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    03-06-2015    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  09-06-2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

A  letter dated 17.08.2015 has been received from the PIO informing that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant on 11.08.2015, which has been duly received by her. The PIO has also sent a copy of receipt taken from the appellant.
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-08-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
