STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Manjit Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbachan Singh,
Automatic Tailor,

Namdev Marg, MANSA.






…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Mansa.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  802 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Harbhajan Singh, ASI, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 21.11.2013,   addressed to the respondent, Shri Manjit Singh  sought Action Taken Report on complaint No. 42105, dated 09.09.2013 with regard to closure of liquor shops.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Manjit Singh, filed a complaint dated 19.02.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 26.02.2014  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.

A telephonic message has been received from Shri Manjit Singh, complainant,  informing the Commission that he is unable to attend the court today. He has also informed that no information has been supplied to him as yet. 

4.

The respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant by ordinary post. Since the appellant has not received the information till now, it is directed that one more copy of the information be supplied to the complainant by registered post. 
5.

 In case the complainant is not satisfied with the provided information, then his attention is invited to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 
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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.

6.

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.

7.

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. 

8.

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: 20-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Harjinder Pal,
H.No. 121, Street No. 2-B,

Shivalik Avenue,

Chandigarh Road,

HOSHIARPUR.







…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer
o/o Secretary, Higher Education,
Mini Secretariat Punjab,

Sector:9, Chandigarh.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 822 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Harjinder Pal,  complainant, in person and Shri Shireesh Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant..

Smt. Raksha Devi, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(Colleges) Punjab, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 10.12.2009   addressed to the respondent, Shri Harjinder Pal, sought various information/documents with regard to non-tainted candidates selected for the post of Music Lecturers(Vocal).
2.

Superintendent Education-1 Branch, office of Secretary Higher Education, supplied information to the applicant vide Memo. No. 14/151/08-1Edu.1/19528, dated 24.07.2008. Not satisfied with the provided information, Shri Harjinder Pal,  filed a complaint dated  21.02.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 03.03.2014  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.

In this case information has been supplied by Superintendent Education-1 Branch, office of Secretary Higher Education, vide Memo. No. 14/151/08-1Edu.1/19528, dated 24.07.2008 but the complainant is not satisfied as result of one scheduled caste candidate has not been declared due to pending Civil Writ Petition No. 2550 of 2000. 
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4.

 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 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:  20-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Jarnail Singh,
S/o Shri Mohan Singh,
VPO: Roshanpur Jhungian,

House No: 8, Sub-Tehsil: Dudhan Sadhan,

Tehsil & District: Patiala.






…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,
BHUNERHERI, District: Patiala.





…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 852 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Jarnail Singh, complainant, in person.
Shri Baljeet Singh, Superintenent-cum-APIO, office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Bhunerheri, on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 02.02.2013,   addressed to the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala, Shri Jarnail Singh, sought various information/documents with regard to Khasra No. 109, 121, Khatauni No. 169 to 180 and Khasra No. 35. The RTI application was transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, to the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Bhunerheri.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jarnail Singh  filed a complaint dated 11.02.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  17.02.2014 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.

The respondent states that information has been sent to the complainant but complainant states that he has not received. Accordingly, the respondent hands over one copy of the information to the complainant in the court today. The complainant expresses his dis-satisfaction. 

4.

 In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the 
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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 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: 20-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Harnek Singh Bharhi,
House No. H.E. 155, Phase-1,

Mohali.








…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,
Khamano, District: Fatehgarh Sahib.




…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 799 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Harnek Singh, complainant, in person.
None for the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 03.12.2013,    addressed to the respondent, Shri Harnek Singh  sought various information/documents with regard to number of beneficiaries who got employment for 100 days and number of job card holders who got unemployment allowance,  village-wise  in Block Khamano.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Harnek Singh filed a complaint dated  07.03.3014 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 no information has been supplied to him so far. None is present on behalf of the respondent.
 
4.

 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 RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have 

no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As
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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:  20-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Navdeep Rosy,

D/o Shri Sant Ram,

House No. 427/5, Factor Area,

Patiala. 








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Inspector General of Police Zonal,

Bathinda.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1117 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Gurjant Singh, ASI and Shri Laxman Singh, Head Constable, on behalf of the respondents. 


Ms. Navdeep Rosy, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 04.04.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda,  sought certain information on 4 points in respect of Shri Babu Singh S/o Shri Kaka Singh of Kot Fatta. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 07.02.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 03.03.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 06.03.2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

The respondent submits a letter No. 20/5A/RTI, dated 19.05.2014 from Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda, which is taken on record. Vide the said letter it has been informed that the requisite information, as available on record,  has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 13-14/5A/RTI, dated 28.01.2014. It has
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also been informed that the appellant has asked for some personal information in respect of the character of Shri Babu Singh S/o Shri Kaka Singh of Kot Fatta.  Accordingly, Shri Babu Singh was asked to give his consent whether his personal information may be supplied to the applicant or not. Shri Babu Singh  has made a written submission requesting the Public Authority not to  supply his personal information to the applicant, being third party information. 
4.

In view of the above noted facts, the  instant case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Rakesh Kumar,
S/o Shri Mohal Lal,

House No. 225/1, Opposite Canal Colony,

Jail Road, Gurdaspur.






…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,
Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

Faridkot.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1073 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Ashish Rawal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Rakesh Kumar, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24.12.2013 , addressed to PIO, office of Baba Farid University of Health Sciences, Faridkot,  sought certain information on 5  points in respect of teachers of Aman Bhalla College of Nursing, Pathankot.
2.

The PIO supplied information to the applicant  vide letter No. 095, dated 03.01.2014 . Not satisfied with the provided information, Shri Rakesh Kumar filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 13.01.2014                 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005. Dr. D. S. Sidhu, Registrar-cum-First Appellate Authority decided /dismissed the appeal vide order dated 17.02.2014 after hearing the concerned parties. Not satisfied with the orders of the First Appellate Authority, Shri Rakesh Kumar approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  28.02.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  03.03.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents states that complete information has been supplied to the appellant, with a copy to the Commission. The appellant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of the requisite information has been received from him, which shows that the appellant has received the information and is satisfied. Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 








Sd/-



 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Malkiat Singh, Associate Professor,
Village: Faridpur Khurd,

Post Office: Mubarakpur,

Tehsil: Malerkotla, District: Sangrur.




……..
Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Sant Baba Atar Singh Khalsa College,
Malerkotla-Raikot Road,

Sandaur, District: Sangrur – 148020.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


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

Punjab School Education Board Complex,


Mohali.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1156 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Malkiat Singh, Appellant, in person.
Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Principal, Sant Baba Atar Singh Khalsa College,

Malerkotla-Raikot Road,Sandaur, District: Sangrur – 148020.

Shri Malkiat Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 12.08.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Sant Baba Atar Singh Khalsa College,

Malerkotla-Raikot Road, Sandaur, District: Sangrur – 148020,  sought certain information on 2  points with regard to pay bills of the staff and month-wise detail of his salary with effect from 01.01.2006 as per new scales. 
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  12.11.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 10.03.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

The information sought by the appellant in the instant case is discussed in detail in the court today. The appellant states that he has not been paid 
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salary for 25 days as per revised pay scales. The respondent submits that the complete information asked for by the appellant,  has been supplied to the appellant. 
4.

Since the complete information, as asked for by the appellant has been furnished to him, he may approach competent court of law for the removal of his grievances, if any. 

5.

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









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
1
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Surinder Singh Grewal,
H.No. 12, Sector:4, 

Near Jawaddi Kalan, 

Ludhiana – 141013.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Technical University,
Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1130 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Surinder Singh Grewal, appellant, in person.
Shri Gurjinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Surinder Singh Grewal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 05.11.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar,  sought certified copies of complete calendar of P.T.U. Jalandhar including  Academic, Admission, Re-evaluation, Duties & Responsibilities.
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 20.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 06.03.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  07.03.2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

The appellant states that in the instant case  he has sought certified copies of complete calendar of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar and the PIO has supplied the information four times in piecemeal but still the complete information has not been supplied to him till date. He requests that complete 
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Information  may please be got provided to him.

4.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents seeks some more time to enable him to supply complete information to the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply duly attested  complete information,  to the appellant before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.

5.

Adjourned to 05.08.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sumit Nayyar, Advocate,
14, Dasoundha Singh Road,

Lawrence Road Extension,

Amritsar.








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Medical Education and Research,
Punjab, SCO No. 87, Sector: 40-C,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal Secretary Medical Education & Research,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1140 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Sumit Nayyar, appellant, in person.
Shri Dhiraj, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Sumit Nayyar, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 01.08.2013, addressed to PIO, office of  o/o Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, SCO No. 87, Sector: 40-C, Chandigarh, sought certain information on 11 points  with regard to medical teachers with non-medical qualifications viz. M.Sc, Phd.  

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 26.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 01.03.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  03.03.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

The respondent submits a letter  No. 8221, dated 19.05.2014 from the PIO of the office of Director,  Research and Medical Education, Punjab,  to the Commission, which is taken on record. Vide the said letter, the PIO has sought some 
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more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, as the information has to be collected from subordinate offices, which is granted. 

4.

Accordingly, Shri Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, office of Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab, is directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 20 days with a copy to the Commission. He is 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. 

5.

Adjourned to  05.08.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)
Date: 20-05-2014


            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

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, SCO No. 87, Sector: 40-C,

Chandigarh.

1.
First Appellate Authority,
o/o Director Medical Education and Research,

Punjab, SCO No. 87, Sector: 40-C,

Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1134 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Yagyadeep, appellant, in person.
Shri Dilbag Singh, Senior Assistant, 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 today.
3.

The respondent submits 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 
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vide Endst. No. 8220, dated 19.05.2014, which is taken on record.  Vide this letter the PIO of the office of Director Research and  Medical Education, Punjab has 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 has requested the Commission to grant some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which is granted. 
4.

Accordingly, Shri Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, office of Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab, is directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 20 days with a copy to the Commission. He is 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. 
5.

Adjourned to  05.08.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
