               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Charanjiv Singh,

Kothi No. 1, Dhaliwal Colony,

GPO Road,, Patiala – 147001.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1241 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Dr. Charanjiv Singh, appellant, in person.

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



Dr.   Charanjiv Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23-7-2013,    addressed to PIO, office of Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought certain information in respect of University teachers who have been given promotion under old Rules during the period from  24.03.2011 to 22.07.2013.

2.

The  PIO sent  reply to the appellant vide letter No. 4503, dated 17.09.2013 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. 8286, dated 25.11.2013  again sent a reply to the appellant reiterating the stand taken in their letter dated 17.09.2013.  On obtaining no information, the appellant subsequently approached 
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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.
3.

On 28.05.2014, Shri B. M. Singh, Counsel for the respondents, stated that the demanded information was  voluminous and the PIO was  not supposed to supply the information after compiling the same as had been desired by the appellant because it  was  time consuming.  The appellant informed  the Commission that in another case the PIO had recently supplied the information to the appellant after compiling the same. 

Consequently, after discussing the matter at length with both the parties, 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 for today.
4.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents states that the PIO of Punjabi University, Patiala has sought clarification from the Commission vide letter No. 1585/S-6/544/13/RTI Cell, dated 01.07.2014 whether information can  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 is 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 will be initiated against him. 
5.

Adjourned to  11.09.2014   at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-


Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner

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 
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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.
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 for today.
4.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents states that the PIO of Punjabi University, Patiala has sought clarification from the Commission vide letter No. 1585/S-6/544/13/RTI Cell, dated 01.07.2014 whether information can  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 is 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 will be initiated against him. 

5.

Adjourned to  11.09.2014   at 2.00 P.M.
















 






Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner

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.  1243  of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Dr. Charanjiv Singh, appellant, in person.

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



Dr.   Charanjiv Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23-7-2013,    addressed to PIO, office of Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought certain information in respect of University teachers who have been given promotion under old Rules during the period from  31.12.2008 to 23.03.2011.

2.

The  PIO sent  reply to the appellant vide letter No. 4803, dated 25.09.2013 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   24-10-2013   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005. The PIO  vide letter No. 8278, dated 25.11.2013  again sent a reply to the appellant reiterating the stand taken in their letter dated 25.09.2013.  On obtaining no information, the appellant subsequently approached 
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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.
3.

On 28.5.2014, Shri B. M. Singh, Counsel for the respondents, stated that the demanded information was  voluminous and the PIO was  not supposed to supply the information after compiling the same as had been desired by the appellant because it  was  time consuming.  The appellant informed  the Commission that in another case the PIO had recently supplied the information to the appellant after compiling the same. 

Consequently, after discussing the matter at length with both the parties, 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 for today.
4.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents states that the PIO of Punjabi University, Patiala has sought clarification from the Commission vide letter No. 1585/S-6/544/13/RTI Cell, dated 01.07.2014 whether information can  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 is 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 will be initiated against him. 

5.

Adjourned to  11.09.2014   at 2.00 P.M.
 







      Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Surinder Gupta,

26/12,Janta Nagar, Rampura Phul,

District Bathinda.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, DAV College, Bibi Wala Road,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal, DAV College, Bibi Wala Road,

Bathinda.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 256 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Siddharth Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant. 

Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Surinder Gupta, Appellant.  vide an RTI application dated 16.10.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Principal, DAV College, Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda,  sought following  information on two points:-

“ 1.
Certified copies with all enclosures  and all other documents regarding the UGN Grant allocated/sanctioned to D.A.V. College, Bathinda from 2005 to 2013.

   2.
Certified copies with all enclosures and all other documents regarding Utilization Certificates submitted/sent by D.A.V. College, Bathinda, in lieu of grant allocated/sanctioned by UGN from 2005-2013.”
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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 

22.11.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently 

approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 30.12.2013         under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 03.01.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.03.2014.

2.

On 19.03.2014 Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the requisite information running into  36 pages had been supplied to the appellant. Ld. Counsel for the appellant stated that the appellant had not received the same. Accordingly, one copy of the information was  handed over to him in the court and he was  directed to send his observations, if any,  on the provided information  to the PIO under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to  13.05.2014.

3.

On 13.05.2014, , Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated  that the relevant documents were  not traceable in their record and  therefore they had requested the University Grants Commission to supply the photo-copies of the same so that the requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. He sought  further time of 2 weeks to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which was  granted and the case was adjourned to 28.05.2014.
4.

On 28.05.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  the Commission that requisite documents had not been supplied to the  PIO by the University Grants Commission as yet  for further transmission to the appellant.  He sought  some more time for the purpose, which was granted and the case was adjourned for today.
5.

A letter No. 403, dated 19.08.2014 has been received from the Principal, D.A..V. College, Bathinda vide which he has interalia  informed the Commission that out of UGC sanctioned grant for Rs. 73,10,000/-, a sum of Rs. 26 lacs was given to the 
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college by UGC which has been refunded to UGC as intimated to them vide office letter No. Accts/765, dated 07.08.2014.  Another letter No. 105, dated 07.05.2014 was received earlier from the Principal informing the Commission that the College was sanctioned a grant of Rs. 73,10,000/- under 11th Plan period under merged scheme release of grant, but College was actually given a grant of Rs. 26,00,000/- only and utilization certification of this grant was sent to UGC, but these papers are not available/traceable in the office. A perusal of both the letters, received from the Principal, reveals that contents of both the letters are self contradictory. Accordingly,  Dr. J.S. Anand, Principal, D.A.V. College, Bathinda is directed to apprise the Commission of  the factual position personally on the next date of hearing through a written submission. 

6.

Adjourned to 01.10.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









 Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Dr. J. S. Anand, 





REGISTERED



Principal,



D.A.V. College, Bathinda.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Shri Surinder Gupta,

26/12,Janta Nagar, Rampura Phul,

District Bathinda.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, DAV College,Bibi Wala Road,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal, DAV College,Bibi Wala Road,

Bathinda.

Appeal Case  No. 257  of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Siddharth Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant. 

Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Surinder Gupta, Appellant.  vide an RTI application dated 17.10.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Principal, DAV College, Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda,  sought following  information :-

“Please provide the Photostat of all documents despatched under the following reference No.

	S.No.
	Reference No.
	Month & Date
	Name & Address
	Subject

	1.
	510
	10.09.2012
	Under Sect., UGC, 35-Ferozeshah 

Road, New Delhi
	XI Plan grant account


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 
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22.11.2013under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  30.12.2013        under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  03.01.2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.03.2014.

2.

On 19.03.2014 Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the requisite information had not been supplied to the appellant as yet as the record  was  not available and the efforts were being made to trace the same. He further stated  that however a reply in this regard had been sent vide letter dated 21.12.2013. He made  a written submission dated 18.03.2014  to the Commission, which was  taken on record. Accordingly, , the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to  13.05.2014. 

3.

On 13.05.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the relevant documents were  not traceable in their record and  therefore they had  requested the University Grants Commission to supply the photo-copies of the same so that the requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. He sought  further time of 2 weeks to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which  was  granted and the case was adjourned to  28.05.2014.
4.

On 28.05.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  the Commission that requisite documents had not been supplied to the  PIO by the University Grants Commission as yet  for further transmission to the appellant.  He sought  some more time for the purpose, which was granted and the case was adjourned for today.
5.

A letter No. 403, dated 19.08.2014 has been received from the Principal, D.A..V. College, Bathinda vide which he has interalia  informed the Commission that out of UGC sanctioned grant for Rs. 73,10,000/-, a sum of Rs. 26 lacs was given to the 
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college by UGC which has been refunded to UGC as intimated to them vide office letter No. Accts/765, dated 07.08.2014.  Another letter No. 105, dated 07.05.2014 was received earlier from the Principal informing the Commission that the College was sanctioned a grant of Rs. 73,10,000/- under 11th Plan period under merged scheme release of grant, but College was actually given a grant of Rs. 26,00,000/- only and utilization certification of this grant was sent to UGC, but these papers are not available/traceable in the office. A perusal of both the letters, received from the Principal, reveals that contents of both the letters are self contradictory. Accordingly,  Dr. J.S. Anand, Principal, D.A.V. College, Bathinda is directed to apprise the Commission of  the factual position personally on the next date of hearing through a written submission. 
6.

Adjourned to 01.10.2014  at 2.00 P.M.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   

 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-08-2014



             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Dr. J. S. Anand, 





REGISTERED



Principal,



D.A.V. College, Bathinda.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Raghvir Singh,

S/o Shri Rajinder Singh,

R/o Lachhru Kalan, 

Tehsil: Rajpura, District: Patiala.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development Panchayat Officer,

Ghanaur, District: Patiala.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 464 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Raghvir Singh, complainant, in person.

Smt. Dilawar Kaur, BDPO, Ghanaur(now Amloha); Shri Jaswinder Singh, Panchayat Officer and Shri Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 21-10-2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Raghvir Singh  sought various information/documents regarding works of path and drain  done by Gram Panchayat Lachhru Kalan.

2.

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

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 8-1-2014  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  02.04.2014.

3.

On 02.04.2014, the respondent submitted  a letter No. 1030, dated 31.03.2014  from BDPO, Ghanaur, District: Patiala, which was  taken on record.  Vide this letter  it had  been informed that the information regarding drain had been supplied to the complainant by registered post on 22.01.2014 and the matter regarding  width of 
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the path whether it is 47 ft. or not, related  to Revenue Department . It had further been informed that Revenue Department had  been asked  to demarcate the  path and demarcation report had not yet been received from the Revenue Department. 
The complainant stated that the information provided to him was  incomplete and incorrect. 

Accordingly, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Ghanaur, District Patiala  was  directed to take up the matter with the Revenue Department at personal level and supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing i.e. today otherwise punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against her.  The case was adjourned to  29.05.2014.
4.

On 29.05.2014,  the complainant stated that complete information had not been supplied to him as yet as copies of resolutions, report of J.E. and demarcation report had  not been supplied to him till date. Viewing the callous and lackadaisical attitude being adopted by the PIO in the instant case, Smt. Dilawar Kaur, BDPO, Ghanaur and Naib Tehsildar, Ghanaur were  directed to take up the matter at personal level and supply the complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. They were also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing  to explain the reasons for the delay being caused in the instant case. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the complainant states that the provided information is incomplete, unattested and illegible. He further states that report of J.E. and Action Taken Report regarding encroachments  have not  been supplied to him as yet. 
6.

Shri Jaswinder Singh, Panchayat Officer, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter from Shri Vineet Kumar Sharma, BDPO, Ghanaur, which is taken on record. Vide the said letter, Shri Vineet Kumar Sharma has requested the Commission to exempt him from personal appearance today as he is unable to attend the hearing today due to ill health. 
7.

Accordingly, Shri Vineet Kumar Sharma, BDPO, Ghanaur, District: Patiala is directed to supply legible and  duly attested complete information to the complainant 
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before the next date of hearing. He is also directed to explain in person, on the next date of hearing,  the reasons for delay in the supply of requisite information alongwith his medical leave application for today. Besides, Naib Tehsildar, Ghanaur, District:
Patiala,  is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case. He will also explain the reasons for his absence today despite the directions of the Commission. 
8.

Adjourned to 28.10.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Shri Vineet Kumar Sharma,



REGISTERED



Block Development and Panchayat Officer,



Ghanaur, District: Patiala.


2.
Naib Tehsildar,





REGISTERED



Ghanaur, District: Patiala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Harbans Lal,

S/o Shri Nohar Chand,

Barnala Road, Ward No.1,

Bhikhi-151504 District: Mansa.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Bhikhi, District Mansa.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Regional Deputy Director,


Urban Local Bodies, Bathinda.




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2569 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.

Shri Sardul Singh, Senior Clerk, Municipal Council, Bhikhi, District: Mansa,  on behalf of the respondents.  

 


. 

1.

The case was last heard on 27.03.2014, when the appellant stated  that only part information had  been supplied to him and no further information after the last date of hearing had been provided to him. A  letter No. NPB/970, dated 26.03.2014 from PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Bhikhi was  received  through FAX informing the Commission that due to ill health he was  unable to attend the court.  He had requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
On the request of the PIO, the case  was  adjourned to 29.05.2014.
2.

On 29.05.2014, the respondent stated that the requisite information had been supplied to the appellant, which had been duly received by him. A telephonic 
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message was  received from the appellant informing the Commission that he was unable to attend the court . Since the appellant was  not present, one more opportunity was  afforded to him to pursue his case. He was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Shri Sardul Singh, Senior Clerk, Municipal Council, Bhikhi, District: Mansa,  appearing on behalf of the respondents informs the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, which has been duly received by him. He submits a receipt taken from the appellant, which is taken on record. 



4.

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: 20-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Deepak Mudgil,

Military Station Road,

Opposite Channakya School,

Fazilka-152123.







…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Fazilka.






…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 4203 of 2013     







Order
Present: 
Shri Shiv Maini, on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Rajesh Kumar, Inspector, on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 24.10.2013 addressed to the respondent, Shri Deepak Mudgil  sought copies of Lay-Out Plan, Drawing number  and Shajra Plan in respect of M.C. Colony.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Mudgil filed a complaint dated 27.11.2013 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 29.11.2013  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  19.02.2014. 

3.

On 19.02.2014 none was present for the parties. A   perusal of the case file revealed that Regional Deputy Director, Ferozepur-cum-First Appellate Authority vide letter No. 277-278, dated 08.01.2011  directed the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Fazilka to supply the requisite information to the complainant within a week and apprise the Commission of the latest position,  under intimation to him. 
Since 
none  was  present for the parties, one more opportunity  was  afforded to them to 

pursue their case. The respondent – PIO  was  directed to supply  complete information to the complainant within 30 days with a copy to the Commission. The case was 
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adjourned to 24.04.2014, which was further adjourned to 10.06.2014 due to Lok Sabha Elections.
4.

On 10.06.2014, the representative of the complainant stated  that no information had been supplied to the complainant so far. Viewing the deliberate absence of the respondent during two consecutive hearing seriously, the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Municipal Council Fazilka was  issued a Show-Cause Notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, to explain  in writing through an affidavit, on the next date of hearing as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of requisite information to the complainant and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him  in obtaining the requisite information in the instant case.  He was  also given an opportunity of personal hearing before taking any action under  the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Besides, he  was   directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Shri Rajesh Kumar, Inspector, appearing on behalf of the respondent, hands over information, asked for  at  Points No. 1 and 2, to the representative of the complainant in the court today. He informs the Commission that the information asked for at Point No. 3 is not available with them.  Accordingly, the respondent PIO-cum- Executive Officer, Municipal Council Fazilka is directed to supply the information asked for at Point No. 3 to the complainant and in case it is not available, an affidavit, duly attested by Executive Magistrate, to this effect, be submitted on the next date of hearing. He is also directed to submit reply to the show-cause notice issued to him on 10.06.2014 through a duly sworn affidavit, personally on the next date of hearing. 
6.

Adjourned to 21.10.2014 at 2.00 P.M.








   Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20.08.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Mohinder Singh,

R/O V& PO  Behram Sharishta,

District :Jalandhar.







…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o General Manager,

The Bhogpur Cooperative Sugar Mills Ltd.,

Bhogpur, District Jalandhar.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 3987 of 2013  

Order
Present: 
Shri Mahinder Singh, complainant, in person.

Shri Braham Dutt Sharma, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.



In this case during the course of hearing on 14.01.2014,  Shri Mahinder Singh, the complainant, stated that incomplete information had been provided to him by the respondent. Shri Braham Dutt Sharma, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that the information asked for at  points Nos. 3 and 4 was not available on office records while rest of the information had been provided to the complainant. Accordingly, it was directed that the PIO-cum-General Manager would file a duly sworn affidavit duly attested by an Executive Magistrate in respect of non-availability of the information asked for at points No. 3 & 4. The case was adjourned to 19.02.2014. 

2.

On 19.02.2014, as per the directions of the Commission on the last date of hearing, the respondent submitted  affidavits in respect of information asked for at points No. 3 & 4 to the effect that the said information is not available on their record. The affidavits   were   handed over to the complainant. After detailed discussion, the PIO  was  directed to supply a copy of termination letter signed by Shri Nirbhay Singh,
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the then General Manager, Sugar Mill to the complainant. The PIO  was  also directed to supply the information asked for  at point No. 6 in respect of attendance register. The case was adjourned to 24.04.2014,  which was further adjourned to 10.06.2014 due to Lok Sabha Elections.

3.

On 10.06.2014,  the respondent handed  over the requisite information to the complainant in the court. The complainant stated that he had not been informed whether the approval of the Board of Directors was taken before suspending him. The respondent stated that no approval was taken in this regard. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing to the effect that no approval of the Board of Directors was taken before suspending the complainant. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

As per the orders of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Braham Dutt Sharma, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submits an affidavit to the effect that Shri Mohinder Singh was terminated vide letter No. BM/Estt./PF/2799-2801, dated 11.08.1993 by the then Managing Director of the mills and as per record at the time of termination, no approval of the Board of Directors of the mills was obtained as that was not required under law/rules/bye laws of the mills. The affidavit, in original,  is handed over to the complainant in the court today and a copy of the same is retained in the Commission’s  file.
5.

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









Sd/-
 



Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  20.08.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, 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, Head Registration Clerk, office of D.C. Hoshiarpur  and Shri  Rakesh Kumar, Clerk, Tehsil office, Hoshiarpur, on behalf of the respondents.



The case was last heard on 20.02.2014,  when the respondent stated that the information had been provided to the appellant but some information   was  not available in their record. Consequently, a detailed discussion was  held. After the discussion, appellant stated that he wanted copies  of Sale Deed No. 1074, dated 17.05.2000 and Sale Deed No. 1806, dated 19.06.2000. The respondent stated that those documents are not available in  their record. Accordingly, respondent-PIO was 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. The case was adjourned to 24.04.2014, which was further adjourned to 10.06.2014 due to Lok Sabha Elections. 
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2.

On 10.06.2014,  the respondent reiterated that every possible effort had been made but the required documents had not become available. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to submit a duly attested affidavit on the next date of hearing to the effect that copies  of Sale Deed No. 1074, dated 17.05.2000 and Sale Deed No. 1806, dated 19.06.2000 are not available in their record. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the respondent submits an affidavit from Shri Baljinder Singh, Tehsildar-cum-APIO, Tehsil Office, Hoshiarpur, which is taken on record. The Tehsildar has submitted in the affidavit  that efforts have been made to search the record but the requisite information is not available. The appellant alleges that the information is being deliberately denied to him. 
4.

In the above noted circumstances, Shri Baljinder Singh, Tehsildar, Hoshiarpur is directed to explain the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing, so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant. 

5.

Adjourned to 04.11.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-


Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20.08.2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Baljinder Singh, Tehsildar,



REGISTERED



Tehsil Office, Hoshiarpur.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, 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  Rakesh Kumar, Clerk, Tehsil office, Hoshiarpur, on behalf of the respondents. 


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. 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 19.02.2014.

2.

On 19.02.2014, the respondent stated that the information had already been supplied to the appellant. The appellant submitted  that the information supplied was  incomplete as copies of sale-deeds and mutations had not been provided to him as yet. The respondent stated that copies of sale-deeds and mutations could  be 
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obtained on the payment of prescribed fees. 
After detailed deliberations,  the PIO was  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 appellant was  advised to get the copies of sale-deeds and mutations on payment of requisite fees. The case was adjourned to  24.04.2014 at 2.00 P.M., which was further adjourned to 10.06.2014 due to Lok Sabha Elections.

3.

On 10.06.2014,  the appellant reiterated that the information supplied to him was  wrong and misleading. He submitted  that the specific information asked for at 5 points was  still pending. Accordingly, the respondent-PIO was  directed to supply the remaining information asked for by the appellant on 5  points,  before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

The respondent submits an affidavit from Shri Baljinder Singh, Tehsildar-cum-APIO, Tehsil Office, Hoshiarpur, which is taken on record. The Tehsildar has submitted in the affidavit  that the information, available in their record, has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant states that the provided information is wrong and misleading. He further states that no information after the last date of hearing has been supplied to him. 
5.

In the above noted circumstances, Shri Baljinder Singh, Tehsildar, Hoshiarpur is directed to explain the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing, so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant. 
6.

Adjourned to 04.11.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-



Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20.08.2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Baljinder Singh, Tehsildar,



REGISTERED


Tehsil Office, Hoshiarpur.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Ripudaman 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. 2111 of 2013

Order
Present: 
Shri Ripu Daman Ohri, Appellant, in person.

Shri Chandan Sharma, Head Registration Clerk, office of D.C. Hoshiarpur  and Shri  Rakesh Kumar, Clerk, Tehsil office, Hoshiarpur, on behalf of the respondents.

1.

The case was last heard on 15.05.2014, when the complainant stated that the information asked for at point No. 1 had not been supplied to him as yet. The respondent submitted   that  as Shri Narinder Kumar, Naib Tehsildar  was on election duty, the  information asked for at  point No. 1 could not be supplied to the appellant. The respondent requested  for adjournment of the case to some other date. On the request of the respondent, the case was  adjourned  for today with the direction that the information asked for at point No. 1 be  supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing and in case the information is not available, a duly sworn affidavit  be submitted by the PIO to the effect that the information sought for is not available in their record. The case was adjourned to 10.06.2014. 
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2.

On 10.06.2014,  the respondent submitted  an affidavit from Shri Narinder Kumar, Naib Tehildar-cum-Registrar, Hoshiarpur, to the effect that the correct information was given to the appellant vide letter No. 130/O.K./R.T.I., dated 11.02.2014 as per the record available in the office and no other information in respect of instant R.T.I. application is  available in this office record. The affidavit  was  taken on record. The respondent submitted  a letter No. 93-94/RTI, dated 09.06.2014 from Tehsildar Hoshiarpur informing the Commission that a report has been received from the office of Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar that Shri Raj Kumar Dhir S/o Shri Kishan Chand, Naib Tehsildar, Hoshiarpur retired on 28.02.2982 and there is no information whether this official is alive or has expired.  As the appellant was  not satisfied with  this information, the respondent PIO was  directed to  make more efforts to collect more information at personal level from the office of Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar in respect of Shri Raj Kumar Dhir, Naib Tehsildar and supply the same to the appellant, with a copy to the Commissioner, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

The respondent states that no more information is available. The appellant is not satisfied. He states that the information is being denied to him deliberately.
4.

In the above noted circumstances, Shri Baljinder Singh, Tehsildar, Hoshiarpur is directed to explain the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing, so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant. 

5.

Adjourned to 04.11.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-




Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20.08.2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Baljinder Singh, Tehsildar,



REGISTERED



Tehsil Office, Hoshiarpur.
