STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Mann Singh,

S/o Shri Diwan Singh,

Village: Sauadatpur, 

Block: Malerkotla-2, District: Sangrur.





…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Malerkotla-2,  District: Sangrur.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.








…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2352 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Mann Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Jasbir Singh, BDPO, Malerkotla-2, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri Mann Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 15.07.2011,       addressed to PIO, office of  Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Malerkotla-2,  District: Sangrur, sought certain information regarding action taken on the notice issued on 11.03.2002 to Shri Harbhajan Singh, Shri Ajmer Singh, Shri Piara Singh, Shri Bant Singh and Shri Sukhdev Singh  for encroachment of  the pond of the village.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he was directed by Shri Satinder Pal Singh, State Information Commissioner, Punjab,  in CC No. 192/2013 to appear before  First Appellate Authority on 16.05.2013. On receiving no information, Shri Mann Singh approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 22.07.2014  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 16.10.2014.
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3.

On 16.10.2014, Shri Parveen Gupta, Panchayat Secretary, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, made  a written submission dated 13.10.2014  to the  Commission  stating that the information sought by the appellant is not available on their record. Accordingly, Shri Jasbir Singh Dhanju, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Malerkotla-2, District Sangrur was  directed to appear in person before the Commission on the next date of  hearing to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case  so that the requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay.

4.

As per the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing, Shri Jasbir Singh Dhanju, BDPO, Malerkotla-2 is present today. He submits copies of some documents to prove that the sought information is not available in their record. He further submits that the sought information may be available in the office of BDPO, Malerkotla-1. Accordingly, a copy of RTI application of the appellant is sent to the BDPO, Malerkotla-1 and he is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
5.

Adjourned to 29.01.2015 at 2.00 P.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:18-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Shri Sohi, 






REGISTERED



Block Development and Panchayat Officer,



Malerkotla-1, District: Sangrur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan,

126 Model Gram, Ludhiana.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Secretary School Education Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary, School Education,


Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2351 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for  the Appellant.

Shri Vijay Singh Chauhan, Superintendent and Shri Mohinder Singh, Senior Assistant and Ms. Hem Lata, Senior Assistant,  Education-4 Branch, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Rohit Sabharwal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 09.04.2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Secretary School Education Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh, sought certified copies of all the affidavits filed before the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India by the offices of Principal Secretary, School Education and Secretary School Education in Writ Petition (Civil) No. 483 of 2004 in the case of Avinash Mehrotra Vs. Union of India & ORS.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory  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  14.06.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide 
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application dated 18.07.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22.07.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.10.2014.
3.

On 16.10.2014, Ld. Counsel for the appellant informed the Commission that the requisite information had been supplied to the appellant but it  was  late by 5 months. She submitted  that necessary action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 might  be taken against the PIO. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to make a written submission personally on the next date of hearing stating the reasons for delay in the supply of information. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Shri Vijay Singh Chauhan, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter No. 6/44/04-4 Edu.4/370642, dated 17.12.2014 from Ms. Lalita Mahajan, Appellate Authority-cum-Joint Secretary School Education in which reasons, in detail,  for the delay in the supply of information have been explained. I am convinced with the plea put forth by the Appellate Authority. Therefore, no further action is called for.
5.

 The respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan,

126 Model Gram, Ludhiana.





…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar,  Punjab Agriculture University,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o  Registrar, Punjab Agriculture University,


Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2348 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for   the Appellant.

 Shri Swaran Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Rohit Sabharwal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 31.05.2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Registrar,  Punjab Agriculture University,

Ludhiana, sought copy of complete file generated in connection with a complaint dated 19.03.2013 submitted to the Central Vigilance Commissioner, New Delhi.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory  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 03.07.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 18.07.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22.07.2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.10.2014.
 3.

On 16.10.2014, A Memo. No. PIO.RTI.2014/31917-19, dated 07.10.2014 was  received from the Registrar, Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana intimating the 
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Commission that the inquiry in the matter is  still pending and University can provide

any information sought under R.T.I. Act, 2005 to any individual/RTI activist as per rules after the out come of the inquiry is conveyed. The PIO of the University has also intimated the appellant vide letters dated 26.06.2014 and 10.07.2014 that the process of inquiry is still pending before the Examiner,  Local
 Fund Accounts, Punjab, Sector:17, Chandigarh and therefore requisite information cannot be supplied as Section 8(1)(h) of RTI Act, 2005  until and unless the inquiry process is completed as disclosing information at this juncture  may impede the process of investigation.

4.

The respondents informed  the Commission that Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab had  been asked to complete the inquiry. They assured that as and when the inquiry  is completed, requisite information alongwith Inquiry Report would be supplied to the appellant.  A copy of the order was forwarded to Examiner, Local Fund Accounts, Punjab, SCO No. 173-174, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh to complete the inquiry and send the Inquiry Report before the next date of hearing so that requisite information could be furnished to the appellant  without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent informs the Commission that the inquiry is still in progress and Inquiry Report has not been received as yet. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to expedite the matter with Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay.
6.

Adjourned to 26.03.2015  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:18-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Examiner, Local Fund Accounts,


REGISTERED



Punjab, SCO No. 173-174, Sector:17-C,



Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan,

126 Model Gram, Ludhiana.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o President, Punjab Medical Council,

SCO No. 25, Phase-1, Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o President, Punjab Medical Council,

SCO No. 25, Phase-1, Mohali.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2349 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the  Appellant.

Shri Mohinder Partap Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondents.



Shri Rohit Sabharwal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  07.04.2014, addressed to PIO, office of President, Punjab Medical Council, SCO No. 25, Phase-1, Mohali,  sought certified copies of all the documents regarding action taken on certain letters.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory 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  15.05.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 18.07.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22.07.2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.10.2014.
3.

On 16.10.2014, Ld. Counsel for the appellant informed  the Commission that the information provided was  not complete as some documents were  still pending. Accordingly, Ld. Counsel for the appellant was  directed to point out the deficiencies in 
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the provided information  to the PIO and the PIO was  directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the respondent informs the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant  with a copy to the Commission. A perusal of the provided information reveals that it is exactly as per the RTI application of the appellant. The appellant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of requisite information has been received from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:18-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt.  Rachna,

Wife of Shri Sumesh Pal,

House No. 1369 Near NTC Main School,

Rajpura Town, District: Patiala.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2353 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for  the  Appellant.

Dr. B. M. Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Smt. Rachna, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 19.11.2013,  addressed to PIO, office of  Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought certain information on 12  points regarding interview  held by the University for recruitment against the post of Receptionist.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory  information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  21.05.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 22.07.2014   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 16.10.2014.
3.

On 16.10.2014, Shri Sumesh Pal, appearing  on behalf of the  Appellant, informed  the Commission that some information had been supplied and some was  still pending. Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the information sought by the appellant  is  vague and voluminous. He requested  that the appellant might  be asked 
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to seek specific information so that the same could be supplied to her.  Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to ask for specific information, available on record,  from the PIO within 10 days and the PIO was  directed to supply the sought information within 30 days to the appellant under intimation to the Commission. 
The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs that requisite information has been sent to the appellant. The appellant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received from her, which shows that she has received the information and  is satisfied. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:18-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohinder Singh,

H.No.2952, Sector 42-C,

Chandigarh.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Treasury & Accounts,

Department of Finance, Punjab,

SCO 110-111 Sector 17C,Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary to Government,


Punjab, Department of Finance,


Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2422 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Mohinder Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Shri Malkiat Singh, Superintendent Grade-1 and Shri Paramdeep Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Mohinder Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 5-04-2014,  addressed to PIO, office of  Director Treasury & Accounts, Department of Finance, Punjab, SCO 110-111 Sector 17C,Chandigarh, sought certain information on 3 points regarding his seniority list with other A.T.Os, names of A.T.Os who have been awarded Selection Grade and the position regarding his  eligibility for Selection Grade.

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  26-05-2014    under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide
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 application dated 30-07-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 30-07-2014    and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 04.11.2014.
3.

Shri Sham Lal, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, sought  some more time to enable him to supply the requisite information to the appellant on the ground that he had recently taken the charge of present assignment. After hearing both parties, the respondent was  directed to supply Seniority List of A.T.Os, Names of A.T.Os who have been granted Selection Grade alongwith dates and the status of the case  for granting Selection Grade to the appellant as per Reservation Policy, to the appellant within 20 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

The appellant informs that the provided information is not legible. Accordingly, a fresh copy of information is handed over to the appellant by the respondent. After perusing the provided information, the appellant states that he is not satisfied as the provided information is incomplete.  The respondent informs that the information relating to instant RTI application has been supplied to the appellant and no more information is available in their record. Therefore, the respondent PIO is directed to supply information to the satisfaction of the appellant and in case it is not available, then an affidavit be submitted on the next date of hearing to the effect that information available on their record has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available  in their record. 


5.

Adjourned to 23.12.2014  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.










Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:18-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Neeraj Rohilla,

H.No.1251, Sector 63,Phase-9,

SAS Nagar.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.







…Respondents





Appeal Case  No.  2454 of 2014   
Order

Present: 
None for the  Appellant.
Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri  Neeraj Rohilla, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 08-01-2014, addressed to PIO, office of Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought certain information on 8 points regarding recruitment made against the posts of Instructor, Programmer and Computer Operator.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 30-05-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  30-07-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 04-08-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.11.2014.
3.

On 11.11.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  the Commission that the information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that the information asked for at Points No. 2, 5 and 8 had not been supplied 
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under Section 8(1)(g) of RTI Act, 2005. After discussing the information sought at Points No. 2, 5 and 8, it was  directed that this information be provided to the appellant while severing  the names of the Members of the Selection Committee as per Section 10(1) of the said Act. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs the Commission that as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing,  requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.  






                        Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.  Ravneet Preet Singh Bedi,

H.No.25-27,Joshi Farms, Guru Amar

Dass Avenue,Block A,Airport Road,

Amritsar.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Registrar, Punjab Technical University,


Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1738 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Ravneet Preet Singh Bedi, appellant, in person.

 Shri Puneet Sharma, Advocate,  Shri Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar and Shri Kishore Luthra, Assistant Registrar, on behalf of  the respondents.


Dr.  Ravneet Preet Singh Bedi, appellant, vide an RTI application dated  20-01-2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Registrar, Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar, sought certain information/documents  on 35  points in respect of 289 students of Distance Education Programme. He sent a DD of Rs. 2000/- as documents charges.

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   25-02-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 13-05-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-05-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 07.08.2014.

Contd……p/2

AC- 1738 of 2014



-2-   
3.

On 07.08.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents sought  time to enable him to study the case and enable him to supply the requisite information to the appellant. On the request of the Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case was adjourned to 21.10.2014.

4.

On 21.10.2014,  Shri Deepak Saini, appearing on behalf of the  appellant, informed  the Commission that no information had been supplied to the appellant as yet. A letter dated 20.10.2014 was  received through e-mail from Shri Puneet Sharma, Counsel for the respondents requesting for adjournment of the case as he was  out of station in connection with personal work. On the last date of hearing i.e. 07.08.2014, Counsel for the respondents also sought adjournment as he wanted time  to study the case. Viewing this lackadaisical attitude of the Counsel for the respondents seriously, the PIO was directed to supply complete 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 to 26.11.2014.
5.

On 26.11.2014,   Ld. Counsel for the respondents submitted  reply in the court, which was  taken on record. He  informed  that the appellant is under suspension and inquiry is in progress since Augst,2013. He  further informed  that the matter is subjudice in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court and requested  that in these circumstances the information might  not be allowed to be supplied to the appellant. 

6.

The appellant submitted  that he requires the documents as he has to submit reply to the chargesheet.  He further stated  that his RTI application is not related to the Civil Writ Petition filed  in the Hon’ble Court. 

7.

The case was  discussed in detail. After hearing both the parties and going through the documents placed on record,   it was  observed that RTI application for seeking information was submitted by the applicant on 20.01.2014 and writ petition was filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court on 26.03.2014. Information should have been supplied within one month as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 i.e. 
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upto 19.02.2014, which has not been done.  Therefore, the information is already late. The appellant requires the documents to enable him to file reply to the chargesheet, which has been served upon him. Therefore, notwithstanding the CWP filed in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, the PIO was  directed to supply  complete information to the appellant free of cost, within 10 days, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
8.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant makes  written submission pointing out deficiencies in the provided information. Consequently, Ld. Counsel for the respondents hands over  some more information to the appellant in the court today. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to furnish  his observations, if any, on the information provided  to him today, to the PIO  with a copy to the Commission.  
9.

Adjourned to 05.02.2015  at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Ranjha Ram S/o Sh.Mewa Ram

R/o Shahpur Kheri, Tehsil Moonak,

District Sangrur.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o District Development &

Panchayat Officer, Sangrur.





…Respondent
Complaint  Case No.  1166 of 2014   

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



Vide RTI application dated 02-08-2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Ranjha Ram sought various information/documents in respect of Village Shahpur Therhi regarding grant received, expenditure incurred, wheat received, Old Age Pension disbursed and maintenance/constructions of roads, streets etc.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Ranjha Ram    filed a complaint dated  09-04-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  09-04-2014   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  25.07.2014.
3.

On 25.07.2014, a telephonic message was  received from the complainant informing the Commission that he  was  unable to attend hearing. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. None was present on behalf of the respondent. Accordingly, the directions were issued to the PIO  to supply the requisite information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. 
The case was adjourned to 15.10.2014.
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4.

On 15.10.2014 again, none was  present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO of the office of DDPO, Sangrur to supply the requisite information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to the DDPO, Sangrur to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today again, none is present on behalf of complainant as well as the respondent nor any intimation has been received from them. 

6.

Due to non–pursuance  of his RTI application by the complainant, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Singh,

House No.7113, Sector 125,

New Sunny Enclave Greater Mohali,

SAS Nagar.









…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Circle Education Officer,

          Ladhowali Road,Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Circle Education Officer,


Laddowali Road,Jalandhar.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2346 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Narinder Singh,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Hukam Singh,  Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Narinder  Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  21-02-2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Circle Education Officer, Ladhowali Road, Jalandhar, 

sought attested copies of certain documents/letters.
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   19-05-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 21-07-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22-07-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 29.10.2014.
3.

On 29.10.2014, the appellant informed  the Commission that complete information had  not been supplied to him as yet as some information was still pending. Shri Kewal Krishan, Superintendent-cum-PIO, office of Circle Education Officer, 
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Jalandhar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the information available in his office had  been supplied to the appellant and the remaining information was  in the possession of Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar. He submitted  a copy of the provided information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. 
Accordingly, Shri Hukam Singh, Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar, was directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant to his satisfaction. He was  also directed to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case personally on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Hukam Singh, Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar is present to day. He states that the information available on record has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant states that the provided information is incomplete. Accordingly, Shri Hukam Singh, CEO, Jalandhar is directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant and in case it is not available in their  record, then an affidavit to the effect that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information is available in their record, be submitted on the next date of hearing. 



5.

Adjourned to  05.02.2015  at 2.00 P.M. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh



   

 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)
Date:18-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Akash Rana,

Kothi No.5, Judges and Officers

Enclave, Sector 77, SAS Nagar.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

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

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



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2060 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.


Vide RTI application dated 21-05-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri Akash Rana  sought various information/documents with regard to re-fixation of pay of Principals of aided private colleges in the State of Punjab, as per Government of Punjab Notification No. 10/3/09-3Edu.1/3321, dated 02.09.2009, names of Principals and amount of arrear paid to the Principals consequent upon the re-fixation of  their pay scale.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Aakash Rana    filed a complaint dated  23-07-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 21-07-2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  28.10.2014.
3.

On 28.10.2014, Shri Baldev Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted  a Memo. No. 20/9-14-Grant-1(2), dated 27.10.2014 from the PIO, which was  taken on record. Vide the said Memo. it has been  informed that all the Heads of the Private Aid Colleges in the State have been asked  vide Memo. No. 20/9/2014-Grant-1(3), dated 20.10.2014 to supply the information 
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 to the complainant. Shri Baldev Singh further informed   the Commission that the information asked for by the complainant is large and voluminous as it relates to 136 private aided colleges in the State. He requested  that the complainant might  be asked to seek specific information.  Accordingly, the complainant was  directed to ask for specific information from the PIO so that the same could be supplied to him without any further delay after collecting from the concerned Colleges.  The case was adjourned for today.
4.

None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. One last opportunity is afforded to them to pursue their case. The complainant is against directed to ask for specific information from the PIO so that same could be supplied to him, failing which case will be closed.
5.

Adjourned to  18.02.2015  at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaspal Singh,

Gali No.1,Ward No.7, 

New Court Road, Mansa.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal Shiv Shakti School of 

Nursing, Bhikhi, Distrtict Mansa.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director, Punjab Nursing


Registration Council Sector 40C,


Chandigarh.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2919 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Som Nath Mehta, Chairman, on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri Jaspal Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13-05-2014,        addressed to PIO,  sought certain information on 8 points regarding grant of affiliation.
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  24-06-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 16-09-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 17-09-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

The respondent makes a written submission stating that their school of Nursing  is a private institute and is not covered under RTI Act, 2005. It has further been submitted that the appellant asked for certain information from their institute  in CC No. 2203 of 2013 which was heard by Shri Satinder Pal Singh, State Information 
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Commissioner, Punjab. Since the complainant could not prove that the institute is a public authority under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, the case was closed and disposed of on 23.10.2013.
4.

The onus is on the  appellant to prove that the said institute is a public authority. He is not present nor any intimation has been received from him. Therefore, in view of the submissions  made by the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaspal Singh,

Gali No.1,Ward No.7, 

New Court Road, Mansa.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director Punjab Nursing

Registration Council Sector 40C,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director, Punjab Nursing


Registration Council Sector 40C,


Chandigarh.







…Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 2920 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Smt. Sudershan Kumari, Superintendent and  Smt. Meenakshi, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Jaspal Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13-05-2014,       addressed to PIO,   sought certain information/copies of documents,  on 8 points regarding granting affiliation to S.S. Degree College for Girls, Bhikhi, District: Mansa alongwith certain information about the college functioning. 
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  24-06-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 16-09-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 17-09-2014      and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Smt. Sudershan Kumari, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondents informs that the  information  asked for by the appellant in the instant case 
has already been supplied to him  in AC-2884 of 2014 which was heard by Shri Satinder Pal Singh, State Information Commissioner, Punjab and was disposed of on 29.10.2014. Since the appellant is not present nor any intimation has been received from him, the PIO is directed to send one more copy of the information to the appellant by registered post. 
4.

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









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harwinder Singh Advocate,

Chamber No.710, District Courts,

Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Ludhiana-I.

.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development & Panchayat


Officer, Ludhiana.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2902 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Nazar Singh,  on behalf of the appellant. 
None for the respondent. 


Shri Harwinder Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27-9-2012,        addressed to PIO,   sought attested copy of resolution passed on 22.03.2014 by Gram Panchayat Gobind Garh(Ludhiana-1) and Action Taken Report according to this Resolution.
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  20-11-2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 18-09-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22-09-2014      and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Shri Nazar Singh submits a letter dated 18.12.2014 from the appellant 
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informing that the requisite information has been supplied to him after 7 months. He requests that necessary action as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  for imposing penalty may be taken against the PIO for the delay in the supply of information. Accordingly, the BDPO is directed to explain reasons, in person, on the next date of hearing for the delay in the supply of information, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.  
4.

Adjourned to  11.02.2015  at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 18-12-2014


             State Information Commissioner
