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Complaint  Case No.  08 of 2014

Present :
Sh. Rajendra Prasad Mehta,complainant in person.
Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Sh. R. I. Singh  constituted a divisional 
bench, consisting of undersigned for hearing of this appeal case.
Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, states that that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Rajendra Prasad Mehta, vide letter no. 696-97 dated 19.02.2014 through speed post and again vide letter no. 1039 dated 28.03.2014. Copies of the same are taken on record.



The complainant - Sh. Rajendra Prasad Mehta, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that he has been given incomplete information by the respondent PIO concerned and that too in  two parts.
While expressing his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him, he 

alleges that the Punjabi University has not maintained the official-record. 
 When asked to inspect the record of the PIO concerned regarding the queries  
raised by him, he categorically states that he does not wish to inspect the official record. He insisted that penal action should be taken against the respondent-PIO concerned for supplying him incomplete information.



After going through the information (in two parts) supplied to the complainant - Sh. Rajendra Prasad Mehta, by the respondent-PIO concerned, we are of the firm view that respondent PIO must file an affidavit to the extent that no other information, apart from the information supplied  to complainant - Sh. Rajendra Prasad Mehta, exists in official-record as per the queries raised by the complainant in his RTI request.
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                   Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, states on this issue  that in his RTI request, the complainant- Sh. Rajendra Prasad Mehta, has sought for information with inspection of records. He added that the complainant was offered  two opportunities to inspect the record but the complainant did not do the same.  He further added that this was the main reason  that the information could not be supplied within the  stipulated time.

After hearing the parties concerned and examining the documents placed on 

record, we are of the view that it is a fit case in which show-cause be issued under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.



Sh. Vikrant Sharma, states that Sh. A. S. Chawla, Registrar is present PIO.
After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that there is a delay 

of more than four months in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker.

In view of the above,  PIO -  Sh.  A. S. Chawla, Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala 
will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



He may note that in case he does not file his submission or avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission will proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
He is also directed to  appear in person alongwith point-wise reply to the queries 

raised by the applicant in his RTI request. He is also directed to file his written-explanation stating that why inordinate delay has been made in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker. The claims, which will be made by him in his reply, must be accompanied by supporting documents as per official-record.
The case is adjourned to  21st May, 2014 (Wednesday) at 01:00 P. M. in 
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

(Parveen Kumar)



      (Chander Parkash)

State Information Commissioner    

         State Information Commissioner
Dated  : 22nd April, 2014
CC ;

Sh.  A. S. Chawla, 
Registrar-cum-PIO,

(Regd. Post)

Punjabi University,
 Patiala
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                        ... Appellant

V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Principal,

Saraswati School/College Management

JAITON,

Distt. – Faridkot

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o District Education Officer(Sec),

Faridkot




        




 ..Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  2680 of 2013
Present :
Sh. Satish Kumar Bhiri, appellant in person.
i) Sh. Munish Inder Singh, Advocate O/o Saraswati School/College Management, Jaiton ;

ii) Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/o D. E. O. (Sec.), Faridkot,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Sh. R. I. Singh  constituted a divisional 
bench, consisting of undersigned for hearing of this appeal case.
Sh. Munish Inder Singh, Advocate, appeared on behalf of the Principal of Saraswati 
School/College Management, Jaiton, District - Faridkot  and Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Sr. Asstt.,  appeared on behalf of the First appellate authority, who is  D. E. O. (Sec.), Faridkot,  in today’s hearing.


The appellant - Sh. Satish Kumar Bhiri, while raising his objections against the appearance of a practicing Advocate  Sh. Munish Inder Singh, in this appeal-case, submits some documents to establish the fact that Saraswati School/College Management, Jaito is  a public authority. He also hands over a copy of the same  to Sh. Munish Inder Singh, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing.


He also submits a copy of  letter no. 159 dated 05.03.2014, signed by PIO of office of Pb. School Edu. Board, Mohali and letter no. 775 dated 15.07.2013 signed by PIO of office of the D. E. O. (Sec.), Faridkot, to establish the fact that Saraswati School/College Management, Jaito is a public authority.  These letters  are taken on record.
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He also  states that he is not concerned with the fact that whether First Appellate Authority appears in this appeal-case  or not.



Sh. Munish Inder Singh, Advocate, seeks some time to file a rejoinder against the submission made by the appellant in this case.



If both the parties concerned, which are Sh. Munish Inder Singh, Advocate representing the respondent and the appellant - Sh. Satish Kumar Bhiri, want to further submit any document in this appeal-case, they are directed to send advance copies of the same to each other so that they could be able to file their respective re-joinders/replies before the next date of hearing.
 The case is adjourned to  27th May, 2014 (Tuesday) at 01:00 P. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







(Parveen Kumar)


   
       (Chander Parkash)

State Information Commissioner    

         State Information Commissioner    
Dated   22nd April, 2014
