STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 3023 of 2015

Sh. Gurjant Singh

S/o Shri Ganda Singh,

R/o House No. 8, Molazam Colony Bareta Mandi,

Distt. Mansa-151501.






--------Appellant

     



       Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Aandana Aant, Moonak

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.








-------Respondent

Present: -      None for the parties.
ORDER

1.
Neither the appellant nor the respondent is present in the Commission at today's hearing. No intimation has been received from either as to the reason of absence. 
2.
The District Development & Panchayat Officer, Sangrur is directed to ensure that the PIO attends next date of hearing personally and also files reply to the show cause notice. The case is adjourned for further hearing on 20.09.2016 at 2.00PM.
 3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.08.2016

                             
       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 3513 of 2015
Sh. Gulshan Rai Sanger,

Mohalla Vaid Hem Raj,

Nawanshar








  ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI(Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o DPI(Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh.

3. Public Information Officer,

O/o D.A.N. College of Education for Women,

Rahon Road, Nawanshahr Doaba,

S.B.S. Nagar.







 …...Respondent

   Present:   
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Smt. Santosh Bawa, Sr. Assistant (9872011994), Sh. Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant (98556-83544) on behalf of respondent no.1 and Sh. Sameer Sachdeva, Advocate on behalf of respondent no. 3
 ORDER  

1.
A letter has been received from the appellant in the Commission at diary no.21256 dated 19.08.2016 which is taken on record.

2.
Ld. Counsel on behalf of respondent no. 3 is present at today's hearing and requests that a short adjournment may be given to file written submission. 
3.
On the plea of the respondent no. 3, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 20.09.2016 at 02:00 P.M.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.08.2016

                             
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1546 of 2016 

Shri Sanjeev Kumar (Bitta) (98889-69000), 

S/o Shri Ved Parkash, House No. 14 A/29, 

Shivpuri mohalla, Dhuri, District Sangrur.




 …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Sangrur.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Sangrur.

                                                          

     ...Respondent

Present:        None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Gagandeep Singh, DRO-cum-PIO. 
ORDER

1.
The appellant was neither the present during the hearing on 13.07.2016 when he sought exemption from attending the hearing on account of ill health. Today also he is absent without intimation to the Commission.   

2.
Sh. Gagandeep Singh, DRO-cum-PIO files written submission which is taken on record. He states that after completion of enquiry, the matter was put up for consideration of Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur who had passed order on 29.04.2016 on the basis of enquiry report conducted by SDM, Dhuri.  The information has accordingly been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 1216/ RTI dated 28.07.2016 by registered post and copy of which has been submitted in the Commission for perusal. 
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3.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission failing which ex-parte decision shall be taken. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 20.09.2016 at 02.00 P.M.

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.08.2016

                             
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 780 of 2016

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village:-Bhoplapur, Jhabewal,

P.O:-Ramgarh, Distt:-Ludhiana.





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Sarpanch,

Gram Panchayat, Matour,

Block Anandpur Sahib, Distt:Ropar.




    ...Respondent

Present: -      None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, Sarpanch and Sh. Kishan Kumar, Panchayat Secretary -cum-PIO (98780-44894)

ORDER

1.
The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.  

2.
The respondent PIO is present in the Commission and states that the RTI application dated 04.02.2016 has not been received. He further states that even Notice of the Commission has not been received so far and that it is only the order dated 11.07.2016 of the Commission which has been received by him and that is how he is attending the hearing of the Commission. He further adds that there are three Gram Panchayats of Village Matour. He further states that had he received the RTI application he would definitely have provided the information to the complainant.  
3.
Copy of the RTI application dated 04.02.2016 is given by hand to the respondent and he is directed to file reply to the Notice of the Commission. The matter to come up now for further hearing on 20.09.2016 at 2.00PM.
 4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.08.2016

                             
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 791 of 2016

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village:-Bhoplapur, Jhabewal,

P.O:-Ramgarh, Distt:-Ludhiana.





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sarpanch,

Gram Panchayat, Matour,

Block Anandpur Sahib, Distt:Ropar.




    ...Respondent

Present: -      None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, Sarpanch and Sh. Kishan Kumar, Panchayat Secretary -cum-PIO (98780-44894)

ORDER

1.
The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.  

2.
The respondent PIO is present in the Commission and states that the RTI application dated 04.02.2016 has not been received. He further states that even Notice of the Commission has not been received so far and that it is only the order dated 11.07.2016 of the Commission which has been received by him and that is how he is attending the hearing of the Commission. He further adds that there are three Gram Panchayats of Village Matour. He further states that had he received the RTI application he would definitely have provided the information to the complainant.  
3.
Copy of the RTI application dated 04.02.2016 is given by hand to the respondent and he is directed to file reply to the Notice of the Commission. The matter to come up now for further hearing on 20.09.2016 at 2.00PM.
 4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.08.2016

                             
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 796 of 2016

Date of institution: 05.04.2016

Date of decision: 22.08.2016

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village:Bhoplapur, Jhabewal,

P.O:Ramgarh, Distt:Ludhiana.





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Tapa.









    ...Respondent

Present: -      None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Gurmail Singh, Clerk. 

ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 25.01.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 05.04.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 11.07.2016 in the Commission.
3. The complainant is not present in the Commission at today's hearing. During the last hearing on 11.07.2016, the complainant has sought exemption on account of ill-health. 
4. The respondent files written submission dated 22.08.2016 which is taken on record. He states that after receiving the RTI application dated 25.01.2016 the information has been sent to the complainant vide letter no. 43/RTI dated 02.03.2016. 
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5. After hearing the respondent and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the information has been provided to the complainant vide letter dated 02.03.2016 by the respondent. 

Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal no. 10787-10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner & another Vs State of Manipur and another has held in its order on 12.12.2011:- 

(31.  We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High Court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to  pass an order providing for access to the information).

The complainant may file appeal against the order dated 29.01.2016 of the PIO with the First Appellate Authority to seek the information under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, if he is dissatisfied and if he so desires. In view of aforementioned, the Complaint Case is closed and disposed of.

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.08.2016

                             
      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 816 of 2016

Sh. Jasjit Singh s/o Sh Bhag Singh,

R/o Village:Rampur,

P.O: Purkhali, Tehsil and 

Distt:-Roopnagar.







 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat officer,

Roopnagar. 








    ...Respondent

Present: -      None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Surinder Singh, BDPO, Ropar. 

ORDER
1.
The complainant is not present in the Commission at today's hearing.

2.
Sh. Surinder Singh, BDPO, Ropar states that reply to the show case notice issued by the Commission has already been sent bearing letter no. 1609 dated 17.08.2016.
3.
Availing an opportunity of personal hearing he states that there was no intentional delay or malafide intention in providing the information to the complainant and that he has explained in his reply the cause of delay. He states that for the last two years there is no Social Education & Panachayat Officer posted who was assigned the job of obtaining information from the concerned Gram Panchayats and then provide it to the RTI applicants. In the end, he has requested that in view of position explained in his reply the show cause notice issued to him vide order dated 11.07.2016 may be withdrawn.
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4.
The matter to come up for consideration on 20.09.2016 at 2.00PM.

5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.08.2016

                             
State Information Commissioner

Sh. Jasjit Singh, complainant came present after the hearing was over and he was briefed about the proceedings of the case. He was also given the copy of reply filed by the respondent. 

Sd/-

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.08.2016

                              
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 896 of 2016 

Date of institution: 25.04.2016
Date of decision: 22.08.2016
Shri Piara Singh, 
S/o Shri Chinta Ram, 
R/o Mujafar Pur,

Tehsil & District- Nawanshahir.




           ..…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Gram Panchayat,

Muzafarpur,

Block Nawanshair.







    ...Respondent

Present:   
Shri Piara Singh, complainant in person.  
For the respondent: Sh. Jarnail Singh, Panchayat Secretary (94177-73770)

ORDER
6. The RTI application is dated 08.02.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 25.04.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
7. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 12.07.2016 in the Commission.
8. The complainant has tendered in writing that he has received the information during the hearing in the Commission and requests that the case may be disposed of. 
4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed on 12.07.2016. He further states that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant today by hand in the Commission.
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5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant by the respondent with which the former is satisfied and also tendered in writing accordingly. No further action is required in this Complaint Case which is hereby disposed of and closed.
6.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.08.2016

                              
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 890 of 2016 

Date of institution: 22.04.2016
Date of decision: 22.08.2016
Sh. Jasbir Singh, Village Bolapur. 
Jhabewal, Post Office Ramgarh, 
District Ludhiana.






           ..…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Dhuri, 
District -Sangrur -148024.






    ...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant.  
For the respondent: Sh. Manmohan Singh, Office Kanoungo.
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 25.01.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 22.04.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 12.07.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. During the last hearing on 11.07.2016, the complainant has sought exemption on account of ill-health. 
4.
The respondent states that on receiving the RTI application dated 25.01.2016 the information seeker was intimated vide letter no. 831/RTI dated 29.01.2016 mentioning therein that from his RTI application, it is not specific as to information regarding Intkal of which Village or City has been sought. He further states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed on 11.07.2016 mentioning therein that he has 
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already been asked to clarify about the information sought by him by the respondent vide letter dated 29.01.2016.

5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that on the RTI application dated 25.01.2016 the complainant has been intimated vide letter dated 29.01.2016 that the information has been sought by him is not specific. 
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal no. 10787-10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner & another Vs State of Manipur and another has held in its order on 12.12.2011:- 

(31.  We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High Court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to  pass an order providing for access to the information).

The complainant may file appeal against the order dated 29.01.2016 of the PIO with the First Appellate Authority to seek the information under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, if he is dissatisfied and if he so desires. In view of aforementioned, the Complaint Case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


 

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.08.2016

                             
    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1131 of 2016

Sh. Bhupinder Singh s/o Sh. Amarjit Singh,

Village- Jandali, Tehsil:-Dera Bassi,

Distt:- SAS Nagar.







    …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dera Bassi.

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

SAS Nagar.








    ...Respondent

Present: -      Sh. Bhupinder Singh, appellant along with Sh. Vinod Chugh.

For the respondent: Sh. Navneet Gupta, Panchayat Secretary, Jandli (9914100171).
ORDER
1.
Sh. Vinod Chugh files authorization letter which is taken on record. He states that though the appellant has received the information after the considerable delay but there is still deficiency in the information as following :-
a) That resolution of Panhayat qua MNREGA scheme. 
b) Copy of bills and measurement book.

c) Copy of Bank statement from August, 2008 to August, 2014.
2.
The respondent undertakes that the deficiency pointed out by the appellant shall be removed within 10 days from today. 
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 21.09.2016 at 02.00PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.08.2016

                             
       State Information Commissioner
