STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Salwinder Kaur,

# 203, T-6,Sector-1,

Talwara Township,

District Hoshiarpur.






…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Director, Public Instructions (S),
Punjab,  Sector-62, SAS Nagar.

Mohali. 







…Respondent
Complaint  Case No.4298  of 2013 
Order
Present: 
Ms. Salwinder Kaur, complainant, in person.
None for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 05.09.2013 addressed to the respondent, Ms. Salwinder Kaur, ETT Teacher,  sought various information/documents on four points with regard to ignoring her for promotion. She sent reminders in October, 2013 and December, 2013. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Ms. Salwinder Kaur   filed a complaint dated  nil  with the Commission,  which was received in it on  09.12.2013  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.

The complainant sates that she submitted RTI application to the PIO on 05.09.2013 for seeking information with regard to ignoring her for promotion and sent two reminders but no information has been provided to her so far. Since  none is present for the respondent and it is complaint case, in these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the 
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RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be 
 given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  20.02.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Chamkaur Singh,
V&PO-Chhappar,Patti-Nanu-Ki,
Ward No.9,Tehsil & District

Ludhiana-141204.







…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Public Instructions (S),
Punjab,Sector-62,SAS Nagar,

Mohali.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  4308/13   
Order
Present: 
Shri Chamkaur Singh, complainant, in person.
Shri Devinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 28.06.2013  addressed to the respondent, Shri Chamkaur Singh sought various information/documents on three points with regard to the recruitment of master cadre teachers for 3442 posts.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Chamkaur Singh filed a complaint dated 07.12.2013 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 10.12.2013           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.

The respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. The complainant states that the provided information is incomplete. He requests that complete and correct information may please be provided to him. 

4.

Accordingly, it is directed that point-wise  complete and correct information be supplied to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 

5.

Adjourned to  10.04.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  20.02.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Varinder Pal,
H.No.251,Ward No.6,

Near Sri Durga Mandir,

Morinda (Ropar-140101.






…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Public Instructions (S),
Punjab, Sector-62, SAS Nagar,

Mohali.








…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 4286 of 2013  
Order
Present: 
Shri Varinder Pal,  complainant, in person.
Shri Raman Kumar, Principal, Government Senior Secondary School, Tajpur, on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 21.05.2013 addressed to the D.P.I.(SE), Punjab,  Shri   Varinder Pal,   sought Action Taken Report on his earlier application dated 02.02.2013. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Varinder Pal filed a complaint dated 25.11.2013 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 06.12.2013 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.

The respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. The complainant expresses his dis-satisfaction with the provided information. The complainant states that he has asked for specific information regarding his charge report and the arrears from the D.P.I.(SE), Punjab but the complete information has not been provided to him so far.
4.

Since none is present from the office of D.P.I.(SE), from whom the information has been asked for, the PIO of the office of D.P.I.(S.E.), Punjab  is 
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directed to supply complete information to the complainant and  to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the full  facts of the case.  
5.

A copy of the order is forwarded to D.P.I.(S.E.), Punjab, Sector: 62, Mohali, to ensure the presence of the PIO in person alongwith relevant record on the next date of hearing. 
6.

Adjourned to 18.03.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  20.02.2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

D.P.I.(S.E.), Punjab,



Sector: 62, Mohali.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurmit Singh,
V & PO. Jaja,Back side 

Rajindra Coaching Centre,

District Hoshiarpur-1442121.





…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Secretary, School Education Board,
Sector-62, SAS Nagar, Mohali.





…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 4289 of 2013    
Order
Present: 
Shri Gurmit Singh, complainant, in person and Shri Davinder Singh Dadwal, Counsel for the complainant. 
Shri Virinder Madaan, Superintendent Legal Cell/RTI, on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 12.10.2013 addressed to the Secretary, Punjab School Education Board, Mohali,   Shri Gurmit Singh sought various information/documents on five points in respect of Ms. Navdeep Kaur and about N.C.C.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Gurmit Singh  filed a complaint dated 06.12.2013 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  today.

3.

Shri Virinder Madaan, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondent, states that the information asked for only one point relates to them. Consequently, a detailed discussion is held with regard to the information sought by the complainant. After the discussion, the complainant is advised to seek specific information from the concerned departments. More-over it is a complaint case.
 In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the 
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judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be 
 given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  20.02.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Malkiat Singh,
Village-Barari,PO-Basali,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

District:  Ropar.







…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Public Instructions (S),
Punjab, Sector-62,SAS Nagar, Mohali.




…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 4310 of 2013    
Order
Present: 
Shri Malkiat Singh, complainant, in person.
Miss. Nisha Rani, Senior Assistant and Shri Varun Kakkar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 10.09.2013 addressed to the D.P.I.(SE), Punjab,  Shri  Malkiat Singh  sought various information/documents in respect of his father Late Shri Ram Sarup, who was working as clerk in the office of D.P.I.(SE), Punjab.
2.

Failing to get complete and satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Malkiat Singh filed a complaint dated 10.12.2013 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  today.

3.

The  complainant states that complete information has not been supplied to him till date. The respondent states that the complete information was sent to the complainant by post but the envelope was returned  undelivered by the postal authorities. She hands over the requisite information to the complainant in the court today. After the perusal of the information, the complainant requests  that the case may be closed as he is satisfied with the provided information. 
4.

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









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  20.02.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Parveen Kumar Garg,
Near Garhwal Sabha, Shiv Mandir

Street,Nabha Road,Dasmesh Nagar,

Naya Gaon,Chandigarh-160103.





…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Public Instructions,(S),
Punjab,Sector-62, Mohali.





……..
Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 4301 of 2013    
Order
Present: 
Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, complainant, in person. 
Shri Jaswinder Singh Nayyar, Assistant Director and Ms. Rupali Tanwar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 08.10.2013 addressed to the respondent, Shri Parveen Kumar Garg sought various information/documents on 15 points with regard to recruitment of 849 PTI teachers through an advertisement published in the year 2006.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Gar filed a complaint dated 29.11.2013 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 06.12.2013 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.

The complainant states that only part information has been provided to him by the respondent so far. The respondent states that the information as available on record has been provided to the complainant.  He further states that since the matter is subjudice and an inquiry is in progress, he is unable to provide complete information. 
4.

In these circumstances and in view of the fact that the case is a complaint case,  it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil 
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Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) 

in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case 
under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

5.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

6.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

7.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  20.02.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Davinder Lakhanpal,
H.No.1255, Sector-43 B,

Chandigarh.








…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Chief Administrator,
GMADA, Sector-62, SAS Nagar,

Mohali.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2101/13   
Order
Present: 
Shri Davinder Lakhanpal, Complainant, in person.
Shri Balbir Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.


The case was last heard on 23.01.2014,  when the respondent provided information to the complainant in the court. The complainant requested for the latest information. The respondent assured that the complete information would be supplied to the complainant in the office the next day.
2.

As per the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing, respondents hands over the latest information to the complainant in the court today. After its perusal , the complainant states that the information is still incomplete. He further states that he wants a list of 100 members for whom land was allotted to the Society by GMADA alongwith serial numbers of their share-certificates, their  names, their addresses and their telephone numbers.
3.

Accordingly, the  PIO is directed to supply above noted detailed information to the complainant within 30 days  and be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith a copy of provided information and apprise the Commission of  the full facts of the case. 
4.

Adjourned to 24.04.2014  at  2.00 P.M.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20.02.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ashok Kumar,
Barnala Road, Ward No.1,

Bhikhi-151504, 
District Mansa.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council,
Bhikhi  District Mansa.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Regional Deputy Director,

Local Government, Bathinda.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2554 of 2013     
Order
Present: 
Shri Ashok Kumar, Appellant, in person.


None for the respondents. 



The case was last heard on 19.12.2013 when Shri Ashok Kumar stated that no information had been provided by the respondents.  Shri  Pal Chand, Inspector, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that they had demanded additional fee/document charges from him vide letter dated 27.08.2013 but the same had not been  received as yet. The appellant pleaded non-receipt of the said letter. In the circumstances, respondent was directed to supply  point-wise specific information, duly attested,  free of cost,  to the appellant  by registered post as per his RTI application dated 14.08.2013 and present before the Commission, on the next date of hearing, ie. today, a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt along with a copy of the information so provided for its perusal  and records.  
2.

The appellant states that despite the directions issued by the Commission, no information has been supplied to him. Viewing the absence of the respondents today and the fact that no information has been supplied to the appellant despite the directions issued on the last date of hearing,  seriously, the PIO 
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is   hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  In case he does not file his written reply and do not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


3.

Adjourned to 10.04.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20.02.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ripu Daman Ohri,
# 1333,Phase-II,Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal-140126 Distt.Ropar.




…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer
o/o Sub Registrar,  Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2113 of 2013   
Order
Present: 
Shri Ripu Daman Ohri, Appellant, in person.
Shri Chandan Sharma, H.R.C., office of D.C. Hoshiarpur  and Shri  Rakesh Kumar, Clerk, Tehsil office, Hoshiarpur.
The case was last heard on  19.12.2013 when Shri Ohri, appellant, filed his written response in reply to the communication received from the respondents, a copy of which was handed over to Shri Sudesh Kumar, present on behalf of the respondents. Accordingly, the respondent was directed to remove the objections submitted by the appellant, under  intimation to the Commission.
2.

Today, the respondent submits reply to the observations of the appellant, which is handed over to the appellant in the court. The appellant seeks time to study the reply provided to him today in the court. He also wants to inspect the record relating to his RTI application. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to allow inspection  of record  by the respondent on a date convenient to both the parties. Besides, the PIO is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain full facts of the case to the Commission.



3.

Adjourned to 24.04.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20.02.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ripu Daman Ohri,
#1333,Phase-II,Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal-140126,

District Ropar.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,
Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.









…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2114 of 2013   
Order
Present: 
Shri Ripu Daman Ohri, Appellant, in person.

Shri Chandan Sharma, H.R.C., office of D.C. Hoshiarpur  and Shri  Rakesh Kumar, Clerk, Tehsil office, Hoshiarpur.

The case was last heard on  19.12.2013 when Shri Ohri, appellant, filed his written response in reply to the communication received from the respondents, a copy of which was handed over to Shri Chandan Sharma, present on behalf of the respondents. Accordingly, the respondent was directed to remove the objections submitted by the appellant, under  intimation to the Commission.

2.

Today, the respondent submits reply to the observations of the appellant, which is handed over to the appellant in the court. The appellant seeks time to study the reply provided to him today in the court. He also wants to inspect the record relating to his RTI application. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to allow inspection  of record  by the respondent on a date convenient to both the parties. 



3.

Adjourned to 24.04.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20.02.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ripu Daman Ohri,
#1333,Phase-II, Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal-140126, District Ropar.




…Appellant
                   Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2115 of 2013    
Order
Present: 
Shri Ripu Daman Ohri, Appellant, in person.

Shri Chandan Sharma, H.R.C., office of D.C. Hoshiarpur  and Shri  Rakesh Kumar, Clerk, Tehsil office, Hoshiarpur.


The case was last heard on 19.12.2013 when Shri Ohri, the appellant, submitted his written response in reply to the communication received from the respondents,  a copy of which was handed over to Shri Sudesh Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondents. Accordingly, respondent was directed to remove the objections submitted by Shri Ohri under intimation to the Commission. 
2.

The respondent states that the information has been provided to the appellant but some information  is not available in their record. Consequently, a detailed discussion is held. After the discussion, appellant states that he wants copies  of Sale Deed No. 1074, dated 17.05.2000 and Sale Deed No. 1806, dated 19.06.2000. The respondent states that these documents are not available on their record. Accordingly, respondent-PIO is directed to make more efforts to trace the said record. In case these sale deeds are not available in their record, then the PIO would submit a duly sworn affidavit to the effect that these Sale Deeds are not available in their record, on the next date of hearing, in person and would explain full facts of the case to the Commission. 
3.

Adjourned to  24.04.2014 at 2.00 P.M.


 






Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20.02.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ripu Daman Ohri,

#1333,Phase-II, Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal-140126, District:  Ropar.




…Appellant

                   Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Sub-Registrar, Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o  Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2639 of 2013    
Order
Present: 
Shri Ripu Daman Ohri, Appellant, in person.

Shri Chandan Sharma, H.R.C., office of D.C. Hoshiarpur  and Shri  Rakesh Kumar, Clerk, Tehsil office, Hoshiarpur.


Shri Ripu Daman Ohri, appellant vide an RTI application dated  17.10.2012,, addressed to the Assistant Public Information Officer office of Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur,  sought certain information alongwith copies of some sale deeds and mutations.
2.

Sub-Registrar, Hoshiarpur vide letter No. 978/RC, dated 16.09.2013 supplied information  to the appellant. Being not satisfied with the provided information, Shri Ohri filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application  dated  06.10.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application  dated  02.12.2013,   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 04.12.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

The respondent states that the information has already been supplied to the appellant. The appellant states that the information supplied is incomplete as 
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copies of sale-deeds and mutations have not been provided to him as yet. The respondent states that copies of sale-deeds and mutations can be obtained on the payment of requisite fees. 
4.

After detailed deliberations,  the PIO is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record to apprise the Commission of the full facts of the case. Besides, the appe llant is advised to get the copies of sale-deeds and mutations on payment of requisite fees.
5.

Adjourned to  24.04.2014 at 2.00 P.M.


 






Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20.02.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri K.N.Sodhi,
# 1634, Sector-70,

Mohali, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Greater Mohali Area Development
Authority, SAS Nagar,Mohali.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Greater Mohali Area Development

Authority, SAS Nagar, Mohali.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1233 of 2013   
Order
Present: 
Shri K. N. Sodhi, Appellant, in person.
Shri Harpreet Singh, Law Officer and Shri Balwinder Singh, Counsel, for the respondents. 


The case was last heard on 23.01.2014,  when the appellant stated that no information had been supplied to him as yet and the Ld. Counsel for the respondents sought more time to study the case. Accordingly,  it was directed that point-wise information be provided to the appellant before the next date of hearing i.e. today, otherwise punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated.  
2.

Today, the respondent states that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant. The appellant expresses his dis-satisfaction with the information provided to him  as point-wise specific information has not been provided to him as per the directions of the Commission on the last date of hearing i.e. 23.01.2014. 

3.

After hearing both the parties, it is observed  that the appellant is not satisfied with the provided information. Therefore, Ld. Counsel for the respondents is directed to verify the information himself and ensure that specific point-wise information is supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. Besides, the
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PIO and the deemed PIO are directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing for apprising the Commission of the full facts of the case. 
4.

 The appellant is advised to inspect the record, if he so desires, after fixing a meeting with the First Appellate Authority so that complete information to his satisfaction  could be provided to him.
5.

Adjourned to  10.04.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20.02.2014


             State Information Commissioner
