STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sukhmandar Singh,

S/o Shri Gurdial Singh,

Mohan Ke Road, Near Gate-2,

Grain Market, Guru Har Sahai,

District: Ferozepur.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Branch Manager, MARKFED,

GURU HAR SAHAI,

District: Ferozepur.









Public Information Officer









o/o District Manager, MARKFED,

FEROZEPUR.








Respondents

Complaint  Case No. 1915 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.


Vide RTI application dated 31.01.2014,  addressed to the Public Information Officer o/o Branch Manager, MARKFED, GURU HAR SAHAI, District: Ferozepur,  Shri  Sukhmandar Singh,  sought report of Inquiry conducted by Vigilance Department in 2013 along with detail of salary being reimbursed to the Chowkidars.

2.

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

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 09.07.2014 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  13.08.2014.
3.

On 13.08.2014, Shri Hukam Chand, Branch Manager, Markfed, Guru Har Sahai, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informed  the Commission that the 
requisite information is available in the office of District Manager, Markfed, Ferozepur. 
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Accordingly, the PIO of the office of District Manager, Markfed, Ferozepur was  impleaded as party and he was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded  to District Manager, Markfed, Ferozepur, to ensure that complete information was  supplied to the complainant within 30 days. The case was adjourned to 30.09.2014  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders, which was later preponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
4.

A letter dated 17.09.2014 has been received from the complainant through FAX informing the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to him to his satisfaction. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 











      Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 22-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaspal Singh,

S/o Shri Hakam Singh,

Ward No. 6, Dandiwal Patti,

Giddarbaha, District: Sri Muktsar Sahib – 152101.


…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Director Public Instructions(Colleges),

Punjab, Sector: 62, SAS Nagar, Mohali.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 751 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Jaspal Singh, complainant, in person.

Shri Surinder Kumar, Superintendent and Shri Gurdeep Singh, Clerk, Government College Sardargarh, District: Bathinda, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 04.12.2013,   addressed to the respondent, Shri Jaspal Singh, sought Action Taken Report on his letter dated 02.11.2013 to enquire  into the irregularities committed in Baba Shri Chand Government College Sardargarh, District: Bathinda and sought number of complaints received in the college. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jaspal Singh filed a complaint dated 04.02.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 21.02.2014 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  08.05.2014.

3.

On 08.05.2014, Smt. Pooja Gupta, Senior Assistant, appearing on  behalf of the respondent, stated that  they had not received letter dated 02.11.2013 in their office from the complainant and therefore, information could not be supplied to him.   Accordingly, the complainant was  directed to supply one copy of the letter dated
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 02.11.2013 to the PIO and the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information to 
the complainant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 22.07.2014.
4.

On 22.07.2014, , Smt. Pooja Gupta, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent stated that the information, as available in their record, had been supplied to the complainant. The complaint stated that the provided information was  incomplete and incorrect. 
Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to get the record inspected by the complainant on any working day and supply the requisite information, identified by him during inspection of the record,  to him on the spot , under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 30.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M. which was preponed for today, due to certain administrative reasons.
5.

Today, the information asked for by the complainant is discussed in detail  and found that the complete information has been supplied to the complainant by the PIO. The complainant informs the Commission that he deposited Rs. 400/- as document charges but only 16 pages have been supplied to him. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to refund Rs. 368(400-32) to the complainant. The respondent assures that Rs. 368/- will be refunded to the complainant in a day or so. 
6.

On the assurance given by the respondent to refund Rs. 368/- to the appellant and  in view of the fact that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant to  his satisfaction,  the case is disposed of and closed. 









      Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 22-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Darshan Singh Sahi,

S.E., P.W.D.(Retd.),

Kothi No. 1046, Phase-4,

SAS Nagar(Mohali).







…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Superintending Engineer,

Central Works Circle,

P.W.D., B&R, Amritsar.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  2457 of 2013   

Order
Present: 
Shri Darshan Singh Sahi, complainant, in person.

Shri Rajiv Kumar, S.D.E., Central Works Circle, Amritsar,  on behalf of the respondent. 



The case was last heard on 11.03.2014, when Shri Navjeet Singh Brar, SDO, Central Works Division, Pathankot, appearing on behalf of the respondent stated that the information as available on their record had already been supplied to the complainant but the complainant expressed his dis-satisfaction over the provided information stating that the case had been taken over by the Vigilance Department. Accordingly, Shri Amarjit Singh Sidhu, Executive Engineer, Central Works Division,  Pathankot, was directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 15 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action would have to be initiated under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The case was adjourned to 09.04.2014.
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2.

On 09.04.2014, Shri Sat Pal Singh, SDO, Sub-Division No.2, Pathankot, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that Superintending Engineer  was  unable to attend court today due to ill health. He requested  for adjournment of the case 
to some other date. 
In view of the lackadaisical approach being adopted by the 
Superintending Engineer in the supply of requisite information to the complainant, the Superintending  Engineer, Central Works Circle, PWD, B&R, Amritsar  was  issued Show-Cause Notice to explain the reasons through a duly sworn affidavit, in person, on the next date of hearing  as to why a penalty 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 the 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. The case was adjourned to 22.07.2014.
3.

On 22.07.2014, , Shri Shri S.K.Grover, SE, Central Works Circle Amritsar was present along with Shri Amarjit Singh Sidhu, XEN, Central Works Division, Pathankot, He stated that some information had already been supplied to the complainant. Shri Amarjit Singh Sidhu, XEN, Central Works Division, Pathankot, handed over some more information to the complainant in the court. After the perusal of the information, the complainant was  not satisfied. Therefore, the PIO was  directed to get the recorded inspected by the complainant on mutually agreed date i.e. 25.07.2014. The PIO was  also directed to supply duly attested information, identified by the complainant during inspection of the record, on the spot to the complainant. The case was adjourned to 30.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders, which was later preponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
4.

Today, the complainant informs the Commission that as per the orders of the Commission, he inspected the record on 25.07.2014 and thereafter 17 documents were supplied to him. He further states that complete information has not been supplied to as yet. The complainant is directed to give in writing the detail of remaining information which is still pending. Accordingly, the complainant hands over the list of 
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remaining information, which is still pending, to the respondent with a copy to the Commission, which is taken on record. The PIO is directed to supply the remaining information to the complainant within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission.
5.

Adjourned to 10.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









 Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 22-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Jiwan Singh,

Village: Khirniyan,

P.O.: Mushkabad, Block: Machhiwara,

District: Ludhiana – 141114.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Panchayat Secretary,

Gram Panchayat: Khirnia,

P.O. Mushkabad, Block: Machhiwara,

District: Ludhiana.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 719 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Jiwan Singh, complainant, in person.

None  for  the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 25.09.2013, addressed to the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Machhiwara,  Shri Jiwan Singh sought various information/documents in respect of the grant received by Gram Panchayat Khirnian and expenditure incurred on different works during the period 1.4.2007 to 31.03.2008, 01.04.2008 to 31.03.2009 and 01.04.2012 to 31.03.2013. The BDPO, Machhiwara transferred the RTI application to Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat: Khirnia, P.O. Mushkabad, Block: Machhiwara,District: Ludhiana for supplying requisite information to the applicant. 


2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jiwan Singh  filed a complaint dated 18.02.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  19.02.2014 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  08.05.2014.

3.

On 08.05.2014, the respondent handed  over requisite information to the 
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complainant in the court. After going through the information, the complainant stated 
that the information was  incomplete. He further stated that he wanted detail of grant of Rs. 6,45,000/- received by the Gram Panchayat and detail of expenditure incurred on different works. Accordingly, it  was directed that complete detail of grant  of Rs. 6,45,000/- received by the Gram Panchayat and expenditure incurred   out of it on different works got done by the Panchayat be provided to the complainant before the next date of hearing, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 22.07.2014. 
4.

On 22.07.2014, none was  present for the respondent nor any intimation regarding supply of remaining information to the complainant had been received from the PIO. Viewing his absence seriously, the Panchayat Secretary was  issued a Show-cause Notice to explain reasons through a duly sworn affidavit on the next date of hearing as to why a penalty @ 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 for the loss and detriment suffered by the complainant, be not awarded to him. 
A copy of the order was forwarded to Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Machhiwara, District: Ludhiana to ensure that the requisite information is supplied to the complainant before the next date of hearing and the Panchayat Secretary  is present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith reply to the Show-Cause Notice. The case was adjourned to 30.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M. which was later preponed for today.
5.

Despite the clear cut directions issued on the last date of hearing  to the Panchayat Secretary to supply the requisite information to the complainant and to be present in person alongwith reply to the Show-cause Notice issued to him and forwarding a copy of the order to BDPO, Machhiwara to ensure the supply of information to the complainant and to ensure the presence of the Panchayat Secretary,  the Panchayat Secretary  is again not present today. Viewing the disobedience of the 
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orders of the Commission by the Panchayat Secretary and the BDPO Machhiwara, one 
last opportunity is afforded  to the Panchayat Secretary to supply the requisite information to the complainant and to be present in person, alongwith reply to the show-cause notice, to explain the status of the provided information, failing which ex-parte  action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be taken against him. 
6.

A copy each of the order is forwarded to DDPO, Ludhiana and BDPO, Machhiwara to ensure the compliance of the order.
7.

Adjourned to 04.11.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









   Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 22-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:
District Development and Panchayat Officer,

REGISTERED

Ludhiana


Block Development and Panchayat Officer,


REGISTERED

Machhiwara, District: Ludhiana.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Parminder Chauhan,

House No.44/22 Khalsa School Road,

Khanna, District Ludhiana.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Central Education Officer,

Zila Parishad, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats,


Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1719 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Parminder Chauhan, appellant, in person.

Shri Jagmohan Kumar, Deputy Controller, office of Deputy Director Education of the office of Rural Development and Panchayat, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Parminder Chauhan,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  17-05-2013,  addressed to PIO, office of Deputy Central Education Officer, Zila Parishad, Ludhiana, sought certain information on 5 points regarding recruitment of ETT teachers. 

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  21-12-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 13-05-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  13-05-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 06.08.2014.
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3.

On 06.08.2014, the respondent informed  the Commission that Deputy Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad, Ludhiana had supplied information on 3 points to the appellant vide letter No. 53, dated 17.07.2013 and the information asked for at points No. 4 and 5 related to the office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.  Accordingly, Shri J. P. Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO Education, office of Deputy Director Education of the office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Mohali, was  directed to supply the information asked for at points No. 4 and 5 to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 30.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders, which was later preponed for today.
4.

The appellant informs the Commission that the information asked for at Points No. 4 and 5 has not been supplied to him as yet. Today, none is present for the respondents nor any intimation has been received from the PIO.  Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, Shri J. P. Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO Education, office of Deputy Director Education of the office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Mohali, is again  directed to supply the information regarding Points No. 4 and 5 to the appellant within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  will be initiated against him.
5.

Adjourned to 18.11.2014 at 2.00 P.M.







                   Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              



 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:22-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri J. P. Singh,





REGISTERED
 Deputy Director-cum-PIO Education, 
office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats,
Vikas Bhawan,  Mohali,



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Dharamvir Ralhan,,

H.No.30-C, Rajguru Nagar,

Ludhiana-141012.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Additional Director, Internal

Audit, Punjab, SCO 95-98 B,

Sector 17-B,Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Additional Director, Internal

Audit, Punjab, SCO 95-98 B,

Sector 17-B,Chandigarh.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.1919 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Dharam Vir Ralhan, appellant, in person.

Shri Gurdial Singh, Additional Director Internal Audit; Shri Harbhajan Singh, Assistant Controller Internal Audit and Shri  Arvind Pal Singh, Auditor Internal Audit, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Dharamvir  Ralhan   Appellant vide an RTI application dated  13-01-2014  , addressed to PIO, office of Additional Director, Internal Audit, Punjab, SCO 95-98 B,Sector 17-B,Chandigarh, sought certain information/copies of documents/instructions  on 32 points. 

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 24-02-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  31-05-2014    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on   09-06-2014    and accordingly, a notice of hearing 
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was issued to the parties for 17.07.2014.
3.

On 17.07.2014, the appellant informed  that the information on 8 points(1,2,3,14,16,17,29,30)  had been supplied to him but the information on remaining 24 points was  still pending. The respondent handed  over the remaining information on 24 points to the appellant in the court with a copy to the Commission, which was taken on record. The appellant sought  time to study the provided information. Accordingly, the appellant was directed to send his observations, if any, on  the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission and the PIO was directed to supply the information in view of the observations of the appellant, if received. The case was adjourned to 30.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M , which was later preponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
4.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, 

the appellant sent his observations on   the provided information to the PIO stating that the information asked for at  Points No. 6,  7, 11, 12, 15, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27,28,31,34,35 has not been supplied. The respondent states that the information asked for at points No.7,11,,15,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,31 is in form of questionnaire and thus cannot be provided.  He submits an affidavit to the effect that the information asked for at Points No. 6,12,34 and 35 is not available in their record, which is handed over to the appellant and a copy is retained in the Commission file. Consequently, the information asked for at Points No. 7, 11, 15, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25,26,27,28,31 is discussed in detail point-wise and found that this information is in the form of questionnaire involving clarification, which cannot be provided. It shows that the information, available on record of the Public Authority has been supplied to the appellant. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of  and closed. 







                Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                


 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:22-09-2014




Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
Shri Balraj Kumar Sharma,

H.No. 20-A,Gali No.4,Dashmesh Nagar A,

Tripuri, Patiala.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary,

 School Education, Punjab, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal Secretary,

 School Education, Punjab, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1244 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Sanjeev Kumar, on behalf of the appellant.

Shri  Balbir Singh, Superintendent and Ms. Sharmila, Senior Assistant,  office of Secretary School Education, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Balraj Kumar Sharma  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13-09-2013, addressed to PIO, office of   Principal Secretary, School Education, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,Chandigarh. sought Action Taken Report on the judgement of Hon’ble  Punjab & Haryana High Court in CWP No. 15965 of 2011 and copy of report 5th Inquiry being conducted against his son.

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 28-11-2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application 
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dated 18-03-2014    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which

was received in the Commission on  19-03-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.06.2014.
3.

On 18.06.2014, the appellant stated that complete information had not 
been  supplied to him so far. The respondent stated that some information had been supplied to the Appellant  and a copy of Inquiry Report had  not been supplied  to him as yet as the inquiry had not been completed by the Inquiry Officer. He assured that as and when the inquiry was complete, copy of inquiry report would be supplied to the appellant. Accordingly, Shri Balbir Singh Tharwal, Superintendent-cum-PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing,  failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 17.07.2014.
4.

On 17.07.2014, the respondent stated  that 5th inquiry was  still not complete and assured that as and when the inquiry was complete, copy of the inquiry report would be supplied to the appellant. Accordingly,  the PIO was directed to get the inquiry completed expeditiously and supply the Inquiry Report to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing  which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him for the delay in the supply of requisite information.

The case was adjourned to 30.09.2014  at 2.00 P.M., which was later preponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
5.

Today, Shri Balbir Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submits an affidavit dated 22.09.2014, explaining the facts of the case and  informing  the Commission that 5th Inquiry being conducted by the D.P.I.(S), Mohali is still not complete and reminders vide Memo. No. 17/38/11-5 Edu.2/3742, dated 30.04.2012, Memo. No. 17/38/11-5 Edu.2/1806, dated 04.06.2013 and  Memo. No. 17/38/11-5 Edu.2/269185/1, dated 16.07.2014 have been sent to the D.P.I.(S)  to 
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complete the inquiry and send the Inquiry Report.    Accordingly, Shri Kamal Kumar Garg, PCS, DPI(S), Mohali is directed to complete the inquiry at the earliest and send the report to Secretary School Education, Punjab, so that the same  could be furnished to the appellant without any further delay as  the instant RTI application is pending since 13.09.2013.
6.

Adjourned to 10.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.










Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Chandigarh




   

 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:22-09-2014

              
             State Information Commissioner
CC:
Shri Kamal Kumar Garg, PCS,



REGISTERED
Director Public Instructions (Secondary),

Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Complex,

 Mohali.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mrs.  Jasbir Kaur,

W/o Shri Harinder Singh,

House No. 805, Street No. 13,

Ghuman Nagar, Sirhind Road,

Patiala.









…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1528 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant.

Ms. Anuradha Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Mrs.  Jasbir Kaur, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 22.10.2013,  addressed to PIO, office of Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought information regarding salary details of her husband Shri Harinder Singh, alongwith his designation and the name of the Department.

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  24.01.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 17.04.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  21.04.2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 23.07.2014.
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3.

A letter No. 1519/S-II/897-13/RTI Cell, dated 20.06.2014 from the PIO was received informing the Commission that  the information has been denied to the appellant vide letter No. 8203/S-II/897-13/RTI Cell, dated 06.11.2013 on the ground that it is not based on record  and it is in the form of questioning/reasoning and yes or no. 

4.

 A letter dated 16.07.2014 was  received from Smt. Anuradha Gupta, Ld. Counsel for the respondents, requesting the Commission to adjourn the hearing as she had to attend a matter in Nation Commission New Delhi. On the request of Ld. Counsel for the respondent, the case was  adjourned to 13.08.2014.
5.

On 13.08.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated  that  since the information asked for at Point No. 1 was in the form of questioning/reasoning and yes or no,  it had been denied by the Public Authority. She further stated that the information asked for at Point No. 2 was  available on the web-site of the University. 
After the perusal of the information asked for at Point No.1, it was  found that the information was not in the form of questioning/reasoning, rather it was very simple information which is easily available in the office domain of the University. Therefore, the PIO was directed to provide requisite information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 30.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders, which was later preponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
6.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs the Commission that the requisite information has been sent to the appellant by registered post on 15.09.2014. Since the appellant is not present, therefore, she is directed to send her observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
7.

Adjourned to 30.10.2014 at 2.00 P.M









   Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:22-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurjail Singh, Ex-Panch,

Village: Bahmna(Samana),

Tehsil: Samana, District: Patiala.






…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Samana, District: Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1533 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Gurjail Singh, appellant, in person and Shri Sonal Soi, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant.
Ms. Nidhi Sinha, BDPO Samana; Shri Kulwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Avtar Singh, Gram Sewak,  on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Gurjail Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 02.09.2013,       addressed to PIO, office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Samana, District: Patiala,  sought certain information regarding recovery of Rs. 75,000/- from the Sarpanch and detail of encroachments of Shamlat Land. 

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  25.11.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 19.04.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  21.04.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 23.07.2014.
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3.

On 23.07.2014, the appellant stated that no information had  been 
supplied to him so far. Shri Kulwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondents, was  not able to explain the status of the case as he was  not well conversant with the facts of the case. Accordingly, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Samana, District: Patiala was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. He was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the status of the case , failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 30.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M., which was later pre-poned for today due to certain administrative reasons.
4.

Shri Gurjail Singh, appellant, informs the Commission that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. He requests that the case may be closed. 
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:22-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
Shri Gurjail Singh, Ex-Panch,

Village: Bahmna(Samana),

Tehsil: Samana, District: Patiala.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Samana, District: Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1534 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Gurjail Singh, appellant, in person and Shri Sonal Soi, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant.

Ms. Nidhi Sinha, BDPO Samana; Shri Kulwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Avtar Singh, Gram Sewak,  on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Gurjail Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 20.11.2013,       addressed to PIO, office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Samana, District: Patiala,  sought certain information regarding grant received under NAREGA Scheme and detail of beneficiaries.  

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 19.04.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  21.04.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 23.07.2014.
Contd……p/2

AC- 1534 of 2014  


-2-  
3.

On 23.-07.2014, the appellant stated that no information had been 

supplied to him so far. Shri Kulwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondents, was not able to explain the status of the case as he was  not well conversant with the facts of the case. Accordingly, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Samana, District: Patiala was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. He was  also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the status of the case , failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 30.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M., which was later preponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
4.

Shri Gurjail Singh, appellant, informs the Commission that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. He requests that the case may be closed. 

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:22-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri N.K. Sayal, 

Member RTI Activists Federation,


Sayal Street, SIRHIND -140406.





…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Financial Commissioner Cooperation,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1606 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri N. K. Sayal, complainant, in person.

Shri Sushil Kumar, Superintendent-cum-PIO(Cooperation-1 Branch), office of Financial Commissioner Cooperation; Shri Sukhdev Kumar, Senior Assistant, office of Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh; Shri Prem Chand Verma, Superintendent, office of Deputy Registrar Cooperative Societies, Fatehgarh Sahib and Shri Naib Singh, Senior Assistant,  office of Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Bassi Pathana, on behalf of the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 22-03-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri  N. K. Sayal   sought various information/documents in respect of cancellation of enlistment of M/S Mandi Gobindgarh L&C Cooperative Society Ltd.; M/S Sampli L&C Cooperative Society Ltd. and M/S Adarsh L&C Cooperative Society Ltd., Sirhind, District: Fatehgarh Sahib.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri N. K. Sayal   filed a complaint dated 03-06-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  04-06-2014   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  16.07.2014.
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3.

On 16.07.2014, a telephonic message was  received from the complainant 

informing the Commission  that he was  unable to attend the hearing due to ill health and requested to adjourn the case to a short date. 
The respondent stated that the requisite information had already been supplied to the complainant. Since the complainant was  not present, he was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission and the PIO  was  directed to supply the information in view of the observations of the complainant. The case was adjourned to 23.07.2014.
4.

On 23.07.2014, the respondent submitted  a copy of Memo. No. 76/52/79-C-1(5)/1995, dated 04.04.2014, from Superintendent Grade-1(Cooperation-1 Branch) addressed to Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh, with a copy to the complainant, which was  taken on record. Vide this Memo. while transferring the RTI application of the complainant under Section 6(3), the  Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh had  been asked to supply the information asked for at points  No. 4 and 5 clarifying that the information asked for at points No. 1,2 and 3 would be supplied by them to the complainant on receiving a letter dated 12.02.2014 from the office of Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh.
The respondent handed  over information to the complainant in the court in respect of points No. 4 and 5, with a copy to the Commission, which was  taken on record.  Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Financial Commissioner Cooperation, Punjab, was   directed to supply the information asked for at points No. 1,2 and 3 to the complainant before the next date of hearing positively, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was  adjourned to 30.09.2014  at 2.00 P.M., which was later preponed for today.
5.

Shri Sushil Kumar, Superintendent-cum-PIO(Cooperation-1 Branch), office of Financial Commissioner Cooperation, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs the Commission that the information asked for at Points No. 1,2 and 3 has been 
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supplied to the complainant. The complainant submits that this information is 
incomplete. Shri Sushil Kumar replies that regarding Point No.2, an inquiry is being conducted by RCS and as and when the inquiry is complete, copy of Inquiry Report will be supplied to appellant. The appellant further submits that he has already sent,  in writing,  the deficiencies in the provided information in respect of Points No. 1,2,3,4 and 5  to the PIO  vide  his letter dated 08.08.2014. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply information/status  to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him vide his letter dated 08.08.2014.

6.

Adjourned to 10.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders. 









      Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 22-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:




Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

REGISTERED


Sector:17, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

H.No.3402,Sector 71, SAS Nagar,

Mohali.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Diary Development Board,

SCO 1106-07, Sector-22 B, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjab Diary Development Board,

SCO 1106-1107,Sector-22-B,


Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2539 of 2013 

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  appellant, in person.



Shri J. S. Mann, Joint C.E.O.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondents.



The case was last heard on 25.03.2014,  when the respondent stated that  the complete information had been provided to the appellant by hand in their office. On the other hand, the appellant stated that the information only at point No. 13  had been supplied to him and the rest of the information was  still pending.  
After holding detailed discussion, the respondent PIO  was directed to supply a copy of the information for further transmission  to the appellant. The Case was adjourned to 14.05.2014.

2.

On 14.05.2014, a  letter dated 14.05.2014 was  received through e.-mail from the appellant informing the Commission that he  was  unable to attend the hearing due to urgent matter at Mohali Courts. He further informed that the respondents had not given him full information till date and most of the material information had been concealed. In the last he  requested to adjourn the case to some other date so that he
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could argue the case before the court. On the request of the appellant, the case  was adjourned to 22.07.2014. 
3.

On 22.07.2014,  the appellant stated that complete information had not been supplied to him as yet. After detailed discussion the appellant was  directed to ask for specific information as the information asked for by him was  very lengthy   and voluminous. The appellant agreed that he might  be supplied information for the last 3 years only.  Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant  for the last 3 years before the next date of hearing,  failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 30.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M, which was later pre-poned for today due to certain administrative reasons.
4.

Shri J. S. Mann, Joint C.E.O.-cum-APIO, appearing on behalf of the respondents, has brought the information and hands over the same to the appellant vide letter No. PDDB/2014/13703, dated 22.09.2014 with a copy of the forwarding letter endorsed to the Commission,  which is taken on record. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send the deficiencies, if any, in the provided information to the PIO within 15 days, with a copy to the Commission. The PIO is directed to send the information  to the appellant, after removing the deficiencies, if pointed out  by the appellant. 
5.

Adjourned to 10.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M.


 









      Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 22.09.2014


             State Information Commissioner
