STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ashok Behal S/o Sh.Ram Murti,

H.No.7,Street No.1,New Kanshi Nagri,

Ferozepur.








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o DAV University, Pathankot Road,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o DAV University, Pathankot Road,

Jalandhar







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1885 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.


Shri Vikas Kahol, Director Public Relations, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Ashok Behal Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27-02-2014 , addressed to PIO, office of DAV University, Pathankot Road, Jalandhar
 sought certain information on 9  points regarding recruitment of candidates for the posts of Senior Assistants, Clerks, Stenographers alongwith detail of  parents.

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  29-03-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 30-05-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  03-06-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.07.2014.

3.

A letter No. DAVU/DPR/2013-14/31, dated 11.07.2014 had been received from Shri Vikas Kahol, CPIO, DAV University, Jalandhar informing the Commission that 
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the requisite information running into 16 pages had been sent to the appellant by post on 11.03.2014 and no information  has been withheld. 

4.

On 16.07.2014, the appellant made  a written submission pointing out the deficiencies in the provided information, which was  taken on record and a copy of which was  handed over to the respondent. 
Shri Neeraj Sharma, appearing on behalf of PIO,  requested  the Commission to adjourn the case to some other date as the PIO was  unable to attend the hearing today due to an urgent meeting concerning  UGC.
On the request of the respondent, the case was  adjourned to 11.09.2014.

5.

On 11.09.2014,  the respondent submitted  a letter dated 11.09.2014 addressed to the appellant vide which requisite information had been supplied to him. This letter was  taken on record. 

6.

A letter dated 11.09.2014 was  received from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend the hearing  due to some official work. He  however informed that requisite information had not been supplied to him so far. 

7.

Since the appellant was  not present, he was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the information sent  to him by the PIO vide letter dated 11.09.2014,  to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 19.11.2014. 
8.

A letter dated 19.11.2014 was  received from Shri Vikas Kahol, PIO-cum-Director Public Relations informing the Commission that all the available information had been supplied to the appellant. He requested to dismiss the case. 

9.

A letter dated 19.11.2014 was  received from Shri Rakesh Sharma, A.O. requesting the Commission to adjourn the case to some other day as he was  unable to attend the hearing  as he had been deputed for Women Safety Function being organized on 19.11.2014 at 2.00 P.M. However, no observations, on the provided information, were  received from the appellant. 
On the request of the respondent, the case was adjourned for today.

10.

Shri Vikas Kahol, Director Public Relations, appearing  on behalf of the 
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respondents, informs the Commission that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant. He further submits that the appellant was directed by the Commission to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO but no observations have been received from him. 
11.

Since information has been supplied to the appellant and no observations on the provided information have been received  from him, it shows that he is satisfied with the provided information.
12.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjit Singh,

Village Rajindrapuri PO Bhasaur,

Tehsil Dhuri District Sangrur.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Malerkotla-I,  District Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2542 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Sarabjit Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Harnail Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri   Sarabjit Singh   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 02-06-2014 addressed to PIO,   sought certain information on 13 points regarding M
NREGA SCHEME in respect of Village Rajindrapuri(Block Malerkotla-1). 

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   31-07-2014     under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 09-08-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on   14-08-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.11.2014.
3.

On 26.11.2014, Shri Harnail Singh, Superintendent, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the requisite information had been supplied to the 
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appellant.  The appellant informed that the provided information was  incomplete as the information in respect of 4 points was  still pending and the provided information had  not been attested. Accordingly, it was  directed that the provided information be duly attested and the remaining information in respect of 4 points be supplied to the appellant within 10 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the appellant informs the Commission that the requisite information has not been supplied to him so far despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing. Shri Harnail Singh, Superintendent, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs that the information is in the possession of Shri Pawanjeet Singh, Panchayat Secretary, office of BDPO, Malerkotla-1. Accordingly, Shri Pawanjeet Singh, Panchayat Secretary, office of BDPO, Malerkotla-1, is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing  and explain reasons for delay, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.
5.

Adjourned to 29.04.2015  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner

CC:
Shri Pawanjeet Singh, Panchayat Secretary,


REGISTERED
 office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

 Malerkotla-1,
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjit Singh,

Village Rajindrapuri PO Bhasaur,

Tehsil Dhuri District Sangrur.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/oBlock Development & Panchayat

Officer, Malerkotla-I District Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2543 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Sarabjit Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Harnail Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri   Sarabjit Singh   Appellant vide an RTI application dated  02-06-2014 addressed to PIO,   sought certain information on 7 points regarding land of Gram Panchayat Rajindrapuri, Post Office: Bhasaur, Tehsil: Dhuri, District: Sangrur.

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  31-07-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 09-08-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on   14-08-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.11.2014.
3.

On 26.11.2014, the appellant informed  that no information had been supplied to him so far. Shri Harmail Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the 
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respondents, assures that  requisite information would be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing.  
Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete
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 for today.
4.

Today, the appellant informs the Commission that he has received complete information and the case may be closed. 

5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rahul Gupta,

H.No.170, Gali No.6,

Mohalla Gobindpura, Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Jagraon, District Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development & Panchayat


Officer, Ludhiana.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2596 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Rahul Gupta,  Appellant, in person.

None for the respondents. 



Shri Rahul Gupta Appellant vide an RTI application dated 02-12--2013 ,      addressed to PIO, office of  sought certain information on 5 points in respect of Villages Kothe Sher Jang, Kothe Jeeva, Kothe Fatehdeen, Kothe Baggu under Tehsil Jajraon regards grants received, copies of bills for purchase of different items, copies of Bank Statements 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  06-02-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 19-08-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  20-08-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 27.11.2014.
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3.

On 27.11.2014, the appellant informed  that no information had been supplied to him so far. None was  present on behalf of the respondents nor any intimation had  been received from them.  Viewing the absence of respondent seriously, the BDPO Jagraon was  directed to supply the requisite complete information to the appellant within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission. He was  also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain absence  alongwith reasons for delay in the supply of information, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

A  letter No. 132, dated 11.02.2015 has been received from BDPO, Jagraon informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has been appointed as Assistant Returning Officer, Jagraon for Nagar Council Elections and his staff has also been deputed for elections. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
5.

On the request of BDPO, Jagraon, the case is adjourned to 29.04.2015  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court  No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. The BDPO Jagraon is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and explain reasons for delay, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which action under the provision of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him, ex-parte.
6.

A copy of the order is forwarded to DDPO, Ludhiana, to ensure the compliance of the orders. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner

CC:  District Development and Panchayat Officer,

REGISTERED


LUDHIANA.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Saudagar Singh, S/o Shri Kaka Singh,

Village: Chunni Khurd,P.O.: Chunni Kalan,

District: Fatehgarh Sahib.






…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Panchayat Secretary,

Gram Panchayat Chunni Khurd,P.O.: Chunni Kalan,

District: Fatehgarh Sahib.






…Respondent
Complaint  Case No.  2390 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.



Shri Tara Chand, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.  



Vide RTI application dated 26.06.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Saudagar Singh,  sought copies of resolutions passed by Gram Panchayat Chunni Khurd during the period from 01.01.2014 to June,2014.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Saudagar Singh filed a complaint dated 26.08.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on the same day  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  02.12.2014.
3.

On 02.12.2014 none  was  present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO  was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days. He  was  also directed to explain personally on the next date of hearing the reasons for delay in the supply of information, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 
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would  be initiated against him. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to BDPO, Khera and DDPO Fatehgarh Sahib to ensure the compliance of the order. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Shri Tara Chand, Panchayat Secretary,  appearing on behalf of the respondent, informs the Commission that requisite complete information has been supplied to the complainant, which has been duly received by him. He submits a copy of provided information alongwith receipt taken  from the complainant, which is taken on record. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 






 



Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Yagyadeep, Advocate,

S/o Shri Dev Raj Nayyar,

# 1147, Sector: 33-C, Chandigarh. 





…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, 

Punjab School Education Board Complex,

Sector: 62, Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, 

Punjab School Education Board Complex,

Sector: 62, Mohali.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1134 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
None for the  appellant.

 Shri Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO and  Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant,  office of DRME, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Yagyadeep, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23.12.2013, addressed to PIO, office of  Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, SCO No. 87, Sector: 40-C, Chandigarh. sought certain information on 7 points with regard to recruitment for 12 posts of Professor, 19 posts of Associate Professor, 11 posts of Assistant Professor and 5 posts of Lecturer.

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 03.02.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide 

application dated 10.03.2014   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 20.05.2014.
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3.

On 20.05.2014, the respondent submitted  a letter from the PIO of the office of Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab,  addressed to Principal Secretary, Medical Education and Research, Punjab, with a copy endorsed to the 

Commission vide Endst. No. 8220, dated 19.05.2014, which was  taken on record.  

Vide this letter the PIO of the office of Director Research and  Medical Education, Punjab had requested the Principal Secretary, Medical Education and Research to furnish them the requisite record so that the information, asked for by the appellant, could be supplied to him. Simultaneously, the PIO had requested the Commission to grant some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which was  granted. 
Accordingly, Shri Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, office of Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab, was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 20 days with a copy to the Commission. He was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons for the delay in the supply of information to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 05.08.2014.

4.

On 05.08.2014,  Shri Dhiraj Kumar, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated  that the requisite record from the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab,  had  not been supplied to them as yet and therefore the requisite information could not be supplied to the appellant. He assured  that as and when the record is received from the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, the requisite information would be supplied to the appellant. He submitted  a letter No. 1 M.E.1-2014/12077, dated 04.08.2014 from the Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, which was  taken on record. 

Vide the said letter DRME had  requested the Commission to grant some more time to enable them to supply requisite information to the appellant as the requisite record is in 

 the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, and they 

have been requested to supply the record. 
A copy of the order was forwarded to the Public Information Officer of the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and 
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Research, Punjab, with the direction  to supply the requisite record to the PIO of the 
office of Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab, Sector:40, Chandigarh so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 21.10.2014.

5.

On 21.10.2014, , Shri Ashok Kumar,  Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents, informed  the Commission that requisite record had not been received as yet from the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Chandigarh. He submitted  a letter No. 1 ME.1-2014/15413 dated 20.10.2014  from the DRME, assuring the Commission that as and when the record is received from the office of  Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Chandigarh, the requisite information would  be supplied to the appellant. 

6.

Despite the directions of the Commission issued  to the PIO  of the office of  Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Chandigarh,  on the last date of hearing, requisite record had  not been supplied to DRME. One last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Chandigarh, to supply the relevant record to DRME so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. He  was  also directed to apprise the Commission of the status of the case in person on the next date of hearing. 
A copy of the orders was forwarded to Principal Secretary, Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh to ensure the compliance of the orders by the PIO. The case was adjourned to 22.12.2014. 
7.

On 22.12.2014, Shri Sushil Sharma, Senior Assistant, Health-3 Branch, appearing on behalf of PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education
 

Informed  that the relevant record was  not available in their office. He further stated  that the record might be in the  possession of members of Selection Committee. Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education was  directed 
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to send the relevant record to the PIO of the office of DRME after obtaining from the concerned Member of the Selection Committee so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
8.

The respondent submits a letter No. 3ME.1-2015/2376, dated 19.02.2015 from the PIO office of DRME, which is taken on record. Vide the said letter the PIO of the office of DRME has informed that relevant record has not been received as yet from the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Medical Education. He has assured that as and when the record is received, the requisite information will be supplied to the appellant. In these circumstances he has sought some more time.
9.

On the request of the PIO of the office of DRME, the case is adjourned to 07.05.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.








     Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:
Public Information Officer,




REGISTERED
Office of Principal Secretary, 

Medical Education and Research, Punjab, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
Dr.  Charanjiv Singh,

Kothi No. 1, Dhaliwal Colony,

GPO Road,, Patiala.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar Punjabi University, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Registrar Punjabi University, 
Patiala.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1242 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Dr.  Charanjiv Singh, appellant, in person.
Shri Ashish Bansal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents. 



Dr.   Charanjiv Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 23-7-2013,  addressed to PIO, office of Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought certain information in respect of teachers to whom benefits of previous service has been given by the University during the period from 1996 to 22.07.2013.

2.

The  PIO sent  reply to the appellant vide letter No. 4488, dated 16.09.2013 informing him that the information asked for cannot be provided as per Punjab Government, Personnel Department(IAS Branch) Memo. No. 13/303/2010-IAS(9)/3581, dated 24.09.2010.  Being not satisfied with the reply, the appellant  filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated   10-10-2013   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005. The PIO  vide letter No. 8277, dated 22.11.2013  again sent a reply to the appellant reiterating the stand taken in their letter 

dated 16.09.2013.  On obtaining no information, the appellant subsequently approached 

the Commission in second appeal vide application dated 14-03-2014 under the 

provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission 

on 18-3-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 
28.05.2014.
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3.

On 28.05.2014, Shri Ashish Bansal, Counsel for the respondents, sought time to enable him to study the case and supply the information to the appellant. Accordingly, the respondent PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing otherwise punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 20.08.2014.

4.

On 20.08.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the PIO of Punjabi University, Patiala had sought clarification from the Commission vide letter No. 1585/S-6/544/13/RTI Cell, dated 01.07.2014 whether information could   be provided to the appellant in view of  CWP No. 13516 of 2013, which is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. The respondent PIO was  again directed to supply complete information to the appellant as per his instant  RTI application,  as per the directions already issued by the Commission  vide order dated 28.05.2014,  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 11.09.2014.

5.

On 11.09.2014,  a  copy of the information supplied to the appellant by the PIO vide letter No. 2013/S-II/547/13/RTI Cell, dated 28.08.2014 was  received in the Commission. A  letter dated 10.09.2014 was  received from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend the hearing due to certain family circumstances arising out of the death of his father. He  further informed that he was not fully satisfied with the provided information. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date.  Accordingly, the appellant was directed to point out deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
On the request of the appellant, the case was adjourned to 19.11.2014.

6.

On 19.11.2014,  the appellant informed  the Commission that information 

had been supplied to him but it was  incomplete. He further informed  that he had sent his observations, on the provided information, to the PIO. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 15 days under intimation 
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to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 22.12.2014.
7.

On 22.12.2014,  two letters dated 22.12.2014 were  received from the appellant through e-mail informing the Commission that he was unable to attend hearing  as he was  suffering from fever. He  further  informed that the information supplied by the PIO in reply to the discrepancies/deficiencies pointed out by him,  had not been incorporated in the columns left blank in the format/chart in which the information was earlier supplied. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to provide the information relating to discrepancies after incorporating the same in the columns left blank in the format/chart in which  the information was earlier supplied, within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
8.

Today, the appellant informs that the information,  as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing,  has not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, one last opportunity is afforded to the PIO to provide the information relating to discrepancies after incorporating the same in the columns left blank in the format/chart  in which the information was earlier supplied,  before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
9.

Adjourned to 29.04.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.









     Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Neelam Ghuman,

H.No.2145, MIG Flats,

Sector 66, SAS Nagar-160062.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar. 



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2015  of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Ms. Neelam Ghuman, complainant, in person.

 Shri Tribhavan Singla, Advocate, on behalf of  the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 27-05-2014   addressed to the respondent, Ms. Neelam Ghumman  sought various information/documents with regard to recruitment made for the post of Secretary to Vice Chancellor, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar against Advt. No. PTU/ADVT/2013/55.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Ms. Neelam Ghumman   filed a complaint dated 18-07-2014 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, Ld. Counsel for the respondent informed  the Commission that requisite information had been supplied to the complainant. He submitted  a copy of provided information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. The complainant stated  that the provided information was  incorrect,  incomplete and misleading.  Accordingly, the Respondent-PIO was  directed to appear in person on the next date hearing with complete record to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the 
case so that complete  and correct information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 09.12.2014.
4.

On 09.12.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondent handed  over requisite 
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information to the complainant.  After perusing the provided information, the complainant informed  the Commission that the provided information was  incomplete. Accordingly, the complainant was  directed to submit deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO was  directed to supply the information in the light of the deficiencies, that would be submitted to him by the complainant and in case any information is not available in their record, an affidavit  to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned to 28.01.2015. 
5.

On 28.01.2015, the complainant informed  that deficiencies in the provided information had been supplied to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission but the information had  not been supplied to her. Ld. Counsel for the respondent sought   time to enable him to supply complete information to the complainant, which was  granted. However, the PIO 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.
6.

Ld. Counsel for the respondent hands over information to the complainant in the Court today. After perusing the information, complainant informs that the information is still not complete as complete  minutes  of Selection Committee have not been supplied. Ld. Counsel for the respondent informs that particulars of members of Selection Committee cannot be supplied. He asserts that complete information, as available on record,  except  the particulars of Members of Selection Committee, has been supplied to the complainant. 
7.

After discussing the matter at length it is observed that complete information, including the minutes of Selection Committee without disclosing the particulars of Members of Selection Committee, has been supplied to the complainant. 
8.

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








      Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015


         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Nirmal Singh,
S/o Sher Singh,
R/o VPO: Kalsian,

Tehsil: Raikot, District: Ludhiana. 





…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,
RAIKOT, District: Ludhiana.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1634 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

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


Vide RTI application dated 31.01.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Nirmal Singh  sought various information/documents  regarding grants received by Gram Panchayat Kalsian for various Schemes alngwith particulars of beneficiaries during the period from 01.01.2009 till date. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Nirmal Singh filed a complaint dated 08.05.2014 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on  09.06.2014  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  28.08.2014 to be heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. 
3.

On 28.08.2014, the appellant informed that the information had not been provided to him so far. Since the notice of hearing was inadvertently issued to BDPO Roop Nagar instead of BDPO Raikot, the case was adjourned to 05.11.2014 and a fresh notice was issued to BDPO, Raikot. On demitting office by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab, the case was transferred to the Bench of the undersigned and fresh notice was issued for today.
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4.

A letter dated 16.02.2015 has been received from the complainant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has to attend marriage ceremony of his relative. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him by the PIO so far. He has requested to take appropriate action against the PIO.

5.

Shri Gurdip Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. Since the complainant has not received the information, the PIO is directed to send one more copy of the information to the complainant by registered post and the complainant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.  

6.

Adjourned to  29.04.2015  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sarabjit Singh Minhas,
House No. 1375, Gali Chobran Wali,

VERKA, District: Amritsar.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Executive Engineer Operation,
Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Patti Division, PATTI, District: Tarn-Taran.



…Respondent
Complaint  Case No.  2124 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Sarabjit Singh Minhas, complainant, in person.
Shri Harjit Singh, Senior XEN and Shri Anil Khanna, Divisional Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 15.04.2014, addressed to the respondent, Shri               Satabjit Singh sought various information/documents on 35 points in respect of Shri Ranjit Singh, Head Draftsman.
2.

Senior Executive Engineer Operation, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Patti Division, PATTI, District: Tarn-Taran supplied information to the applicant vide Memo. No. 1787, dated 23.05.2014.  Shri Sarabjit Singh sent his observation on the provided information to the PIO vide letter dated 01.07.2014. Failing to get satisfactory information he   filed a complaint dated  01.08.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on the same day  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  03.11.2014 to be heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. On demitting office by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, the case was transferred to the Bench of the under-signed and fresh hearing notice was issued for today.
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3.

The complainant informs the Commission that some information has been supplied to him but some information is still pending.  Shri Harjit Singh, Senior XEN,, appearing on behalf of the Respondent, hands over consolidated complete information to the complainant  in the court today. The complainant seek time to study the provided information. Accordingly, the complainant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO. Shri Harjit Singh, Senior XEN, assures the Commission that   in case any deficiency , in the provided information,  is pointed out by the complainant, the same will be removed immediately. 

4.

On the assurance given by the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrik Singh, 
S/o Shri Gurdev Singh, 

R/o Village: ISRU,

Tehsil: Khanna, District: Ludhiana.




…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat,
Vikas Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  2140 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.

Smt.  Preet Mohinder Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 06.11.2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Amrik Singh  sought Action Taken Report on his complaint dated 28.09.2012 against Shri Pardeep Singh, Ex-Sarpanch. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Amrik Singh filed a complaint dated  04.08.2014
with the Commission,  which was received in it on the same day  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  03.11.2014 to be  heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab.  On demitting office by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, the case was transferred to the Bench of the under-signed and a fresh notice was issued  for today. 
3.

Smt.  Preet Mohinder Kaur, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informs that information was sent to the complainant by registered post on 02.12.2013. On 10.01.2014, deficiencies were pointed out by the complainant and in 
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view of the deficiencies, complete  information was sent to the complainant by registered post on 27.01.2014. Accordingly, the complainant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to 07.05.2015  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Virpal Singh, 
V.P.O.: BAMNA,
Tehsil: Samana, District: Patiala.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Officer,
Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

RAKHRA, District: Patiala.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  2189 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Bahadur Singh, Assistant Engineer and Shri Lakhbir Singh, LDC, on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 18.06.2014,  addressed to the respondent,  Shri Virpal Singh sought various information/documents regarding Meter No. 40755.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Virpal Singh filed a complaint dated 07.08.2014 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on the same day  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  05.11.2014 to be heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. On demitting office by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, the case was transferred to the Bench of the undersigned and a fresh notice was issued for today.
3.

A letter dated 19.02.2015 has been received from the complainant through FAX informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has to attend marriage ceremony of his relative. He has further informed that the information provided to his is incomplete. He has requested to take strict action against the 
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PIO and adjourn the case to some other date. 
4.

The respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant on 10.07.2014. Accordingly, the complainant is directed to send his observations on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission.
5.

On the request of the complainant, the case is adjourned to  07.05.2015  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard  in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri R.S.Chauhan,
92/6, Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Opposite GNE College, Gill Road,  LUDHIANA.



…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o District Development and Panchayat Officer, LUDHIANA – 1.


…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 3140 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
Shri R. S. Chauhan,  complainant, in person.
None for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 08.11.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri               R. S. Chauhan sought Action Taken Report on his letter dated 19.08.2014.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri R.S.Chauhan filed a complaint dated  08.11.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 11.11.2014 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  today.

3.

Today, the complainant informs the Commission that no information has been supplied to him so far. None is present on behalf of the respondent  nor any intimation has been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, DDPO, Ludhiana is directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing and explain reasons for delay, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
4.

Adjourned to  19.03.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
CC:
District Development and Panchayat Officer,

REGISTERED

Ludhiana.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naresh Kumar,
S/o Shri Ram Lubhaya,

B-34-39/37, Main Road,

Sandhu Nagar Near Akal Mandal Gurdwara,

LUDHIANA.








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,
Noorpur Bedi, District: Ropar.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  241 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Balbir Singh, SEPO;  Shri Jaspal Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Ashok Kumar, Panch, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 19.11.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri               Naresh Kumar sought Action Taken Report on his letter dated 21.10.2014. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Naresh Kumar filed a complaint dated  05.01.2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 06.01.2015  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  today.

3.

A letter dated 19.02.2015 has been received from the complainant, through FAX, informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
4.

The respondent informs that requisite information has been sent to the complainant. Since complainant is not present, the respondent is directed send one more copy of information to the complainant by registered post and the complainant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
5.

Adjourned to 29.04.2015   at 2.00P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Satvir Tandon,
House No. 204, First Floor,

Sector: 57, Mohali – 160056.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,
The Mall, PATIALA. 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

The Mall, PATIALA. 




          
…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2155 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Jeet Singh, Deputy Secretary and Shri Chetan Singh, Deputy Secretary and Shri Rakesh Chopra, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Satvir Tandon, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 05.03.2014,        addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 5 points regarding persons who have been given  Death Compensation,  jobs,  financial help 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  05.04.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 25.06.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 26.06.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.09.2014 to be heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. 
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3.

On 22.09.2014, after hearing both the  parties,  the respondent was directed to supply certified copy of the information sought within a week. The case was adjourned to 10-11-2014 for confirmation. On demitting office by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur,  the case was transferred to the Bench of the under-signed and a fresh notice of hearing was issued for today. 
4.

Today, the respondent has brought the requisite information for handing over the same to the appellant. The appellant is not present. Therefore, the respondent is directed to send the information to the appellant by registered post. The appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.  
5.

Adjourned to 07-05-2015   at 2.00 P.M.  to be heard in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Kumar,
H.No.914,Gali No.8,Nanak Nagari,

Abohar District Fazilka-152116.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat
Officer, Malerkotla-I , District  Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development and Panchayat
 
Officer, Sangrur. 






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3368 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Harmail Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri   Rajesh Kumar  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 26-6-2014,  addressed to PIO, sought photo copies of Pay Bills of officials/officers for the period from February, 2014 to May, 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  23-09-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 10-11-2014    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  12-11-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Shri Harmail Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs the Commission that complete information has been supplied to 
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the appellant by registered post on 19.12.2014. He submits a copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record. A perusal of the information reveals that it is exactly as per RTI application of 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. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Baljeet Singh,
H.No.64-H, Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141012.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Registrar, Baba Farid
University of Health Sciences,

Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Registrar, Baba Farid

University of Health Sciences,


Faridkot.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3371 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Gaurav Kumar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Baljeet Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 09-08-2014,        addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding names, roll numbers and marks obtained in the entrance test by the students admitted to Christian Dental College, Ludhiana for BDS-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 17-09-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  01-11-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 12-11-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

A telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health of his wife. He has further informed that he has received incomplete information as marks obtained have not been supplied to him as yet. 
4.

Shri Gaurav Kumar, Junior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that he has brought complete information, including mark-sheet, for handing over the same to the appellant. Since the appellant is not present today, the respondent is directed to send Marks-Sheet to the appellant by registered post. He submits a copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record. He assures that complete information will be sent to the appellant by registered post. 
5.

On the assurance given by the respondent,  the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashish Gupta,Owner
Business Encounter 5,

Shastri Market-2, Jalandhar.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Banarasi Dass Arya Girls
College, Jalandhar Cantt.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Banarasi Dass  Arya Girls

College, Jalandhar Cantt.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 3378 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Subhash Chand Dadhwal, PIO-cum-Office Superintendent and Shri B.J.Singh, advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Ashish Gupta   Appellant vide an RTI application dated  30-07-2014,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 3  points regarding detail of grants received from the UGC since 2006 alongwith purpose and copy of balance sheet for the financial years 2009-10, 2010-11, 2011-12, 2012-13 and 2013-14.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 26-09-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  13-11-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 13-11-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents seeks time to enable him to submit a detailed reply in this case. 
4.

A letter dated 15.12.2014 has been received from the appellant requesting the Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab to transfer the instant case to some other Bench.
5.

Accordingly, a copy of the order, alongwith Case File,  is forwarded to Deputy Registrar, State Information Commission, Punjab, for putting up the file before Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab for transferring the same to   some other Bench,  as has been requested by the appellant.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Deputy Registrar,



Punjab State Information Commission,



SCO No. 84-85, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sunandan Sharma,
Gali Mela Ram Near Gandhi Ground,
Dhariwal-143519.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Government Medical College,
Majitha Road, Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Government Medical College,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3387 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Satish Kumar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Sunandan Sharma    Appellant vide an RTI application dated 08-08-2014  , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on  points. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  24-09-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  10-11-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 13-11-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

A letter dated 31.01.2015 has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he has received the information on 29.01.2015 after 175 days. He has requested to take appropriate action against the PIO  under Right to Information Act, 2005. 
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4.

Shri Satish Kumar, Junior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs the Commission that requisite information has been sent to the appellant by Speed Post on 29.09.2014 and he has received the information. 
5.

Today is the first hearing and the information has already been supplied to the appellant to his satisfaction. Therefore, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 




Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anil Sandhir,
H.No.2994, HIG Phase 1,

Dugri, Ludhiana.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal SDC Government College,
 Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Principal SDC Government College,

 Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3390 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Prabhjot Singh Sachdeva, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Anil Sandhir  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 09-09-2014 ,      addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 8  points in respect of staff  members of the College. 
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  09-10-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  11-11-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 13-11-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents makes a written submission, which is taken on record. He submits that the information was supplied to the appellant
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 on 01.10.2014. He further submits that some deficiencies were point out by the 
appellant on  09.10.2014 and   after removing the deficiencies, complete information was supplied to him 12.11.2014. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to 29.04.2015 at 2.00 P.M.  to be heard in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 19-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
