STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tej Singh,

S/o Shri Narnail Singh,

Kothi No. 890, Sector:70, Mohali.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,


Bathinda Range, BATHINDA.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3263 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant. 
Shri Satish Kumar, ASI,  on behalf of the respondents.



Shri Tej Singh, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 31.03.2014,       addressed to PIO, sought certified copy of complaint No. 1261, dated 24.03.2014 against Shri Jaswinder Singh  alongwith statement recorded on 14.02.2014 and copies of reports of D.S.P. Faridkot and S.P.(H), Faridkot.

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  05.08.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 21.10.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22.10.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 10.02.2015.
3.

On 10.02.2015,  Shri Ramesh Kumar, Head Constable, Faridkot, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the requisite information had 
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already been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 913/RTI, dated 12.08.2014. The appellant informed  that the provided information  was  incomplete as report of SP(H) had not been supplied to him. Then the respondent handed  over a  copy of complete information to the appellant in the court.  He also submitted  a copy of information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. 

4.

The appellant submitted  that he had  visited the office of PIO about 20 times to obtain the information but he had  been harassed,  misbehaved   and insulted by the officials.  He further submitted  that since the information had  been delayed  by 132 days, necessary action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 might  be taken against the PIO.

5.

Accordingly, a show-cause notice was  issued to the PIO of the office of S.S.P. Faridkot to explain reasons through a duly sworn affidavit, 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 under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of information. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the respondent submits reply from Shri Balbir Singh, SP(Headquarter)-cum-APIO, Faridkot through an affidavit to the show-cause notice issued to the PIO-cum- SSP, Faridkot, which is taken on record. Through the affidavit, the APIO has explained in detail the reasons for delay in the supply of information. The plea put forth by the APIO is accepted and no action is ordered to be taken for imposing penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information. However, the PIO is warned to be careful in future in handling RTI cases to ensure that the requisite  information is supplied to the complainant/appellant within stipulated period as per the provisions of RTI ACT, 2005. 
7.

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









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-04-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Anoop Singh,

House No. 70-E, Mohalla Ram Nagar,

Near Hathi Gali, NANGAL TOWNSHIP,

District: Ropar – 140124.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjabi University, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Punjabi University, Patiala.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3684 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant. 
Shri Ashish Bansal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Anoop Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 25.07.2014,         addressed to PIO, sought photo copy of entire  file relating to recruitment against the post of Assistant Professor in the Department of Psychology.
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   29.10.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 09.12.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 12.12.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.03.2015.
3.

A letter No. 283/S-4/766-14/RTI Cell, dated 18.02.2015 was  received from the PIO-cum-Registrar informing the Commission that information running into 1644 pages had  been supplied to the appellant but the merit list and proceeding of 
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Selection Committee had  not been furnished  under Section 8(1)(g) of RTI Act as these documents contain signatures of Members of Selection Committee and its  disclosure may endanger their physical safety. 

4.

On 17.03.2015,  the appellant informed  that merit list and proceeding of Selection Committee had  not been supplied as yet. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, it  was  directed that merit list and proceeding of Selection Committee be supplied to the appellant within 15 days,  without disclosing the particulars of members of Selection Committee. The case was adjourned for today. 
5.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents has brought the remaining information for handing over to the appellant as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing,  but the appellant  is not present. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to send the  remaining information to the appellant by registered post. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-04-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ashok Kumar S/o Khub Chand,

H. No.11322, Pavittar Nagar,

Haibowal Kalan,Ludhiana- 141001.



…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Agriculture University,

Ludhiana.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2952 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the   complainant.
Shri Swaran Singh, Senior Assistant  and Shri Amrit Lal, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 22-08-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri   Ashok Kumar sought inspection of record with reference to his request dated 15.11.2013 to the Chairman, B.O.M.,P.A.U., Ludhiana.

2.

The PIO vide letter No. PIO/RTI/2014/30066, dated 12.09.2014, informed the complainant that the matter is yet to be decided by the Board of Management of PAU, as such action taken has not been completed and hence, the record cannot be made  available for inspection. Not satisfied with the reply received from the PIO,  Shri Ashok Kumar filed a complaint dated 16-10-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 17-10-2014  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  28.01.2015.

3.

On 28.01.2015, the complainant stated  that he wanted  to inspect the record with reference to his request dated 15.11.2013. The respondent stated that the matter  was  being inquired into and the inquiry  was  not yet complete. After  hearing both the parties and in view of letter No. PIO/RTI/2015/2634-36, dated 27.01.2015 from 
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the PIO, submitted by the respondent ,  the PIO  was  directed to allow the complainant to inspect the relevant  record on 04.02.2015 at 10.00 A.M. The case was adjourned to 19.03.2015. 
4.

On 19.03.2015,  the respondent informed  that record had been shown to the complainant. The complainant informed  that the record shown  was  incomplete. After hearing both the parties, it  was  directed that a duly attested  affidavit from Shri Vinod Malhotra, PIO, be submitted on the next date of  hearing to the effect that information, available on record, has  been supplied to the complainant and no other information relating to instant RTI application is available with them. The case was adjourned for today. 
5.

Today, the respondent submits a copy of the affidavit as per the directions issued on the last date of hearing by the Commission. The complainant is not present. Therefore, the respondent is directed to send original affidavit to the complainant by registered post. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 



                 



 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Tarsem Jindal,

H.No.306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner,
Roop Nagar Division,

Roopnagar.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  371 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Arun Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 02-01-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Tarsem Jindal  sought  Action Taken Report on Punjab Government Notification No. 24/1/2003/RE-ii(2)/16663, dated 10.06.2006 and copies of letters sent to Deputy Commissioners and number of licence holders.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Tarsem Jindal   filed a complaint dated  15-01-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  20-01-2015  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. A letter dated 06.04.2015 has been received from the complainant informing that provided information in incomplete. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 
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2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held 
that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be 
 given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Tarsem Jindal,

H.No.306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy  Commissioner,

 Barnala.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 370 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 15-01-2015   addressed to the respondent, Shri Tarsem Jindal  sought  Action Taken Report on letter No. 1425/P, dated 07.10.2014 from S.S.P. Barnala.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Tarsem Jindal    filed a complaint dated  15-01-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  20-01-2015      and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

A letter  dated 13.04.2015 has been received from the complainant informing the Commission that requisite information has been provided to him.
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Surinder Pal,

Village Dhaki Gharota,

Tehsil & District Gurdaspur-




…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o District Education Officer(EE),

 Gurdaspur-143533.
 






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 392 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Surinder Pal,  complainant, in person.
None for the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated  28-8-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Surinder Pal sought  information/documents on two points regarding recruitment of 9998 Teaching Fellows.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Surinder Pal filed a complaint dated   19-01-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  21-01-2015      and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

Today, the complainant informs that the provided information is incomplete  and incorrect.    In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the 
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RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Surinder Kumar Bajaj,
Street No.1, Ward No.2,

H.No.4/126, Gobind Nagari,

Malout-152107.Sri Muktsar Sahib.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Government Senior

Secondary School, Mullepur,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 373 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Smt. Sudarshan  Chander, Advocate,  on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Mastan Singh, Lecturer, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated  07-10-2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Surinder Kumar Bajaj sought  copies of Art & Craft Teachers’ appointment letter, matriculation marksheet & certificate, 12th Marksheet & certificate, Diploma certificate, higher qualification certificate and experience certificate. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Surinder Kumar Bajaj  filed a complaint dated   16-01-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  19-01-2015      and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

Ld. Counsel for the complainant informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant and he  is satisfied.  

4.

Accordingly, the case is  disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jagdish Singh,

Village Ammamgarh,PO- and

Tehsil Malerkotla District-

Sangrur.








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.-148001.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 381 of 2015     

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


Vide RTI application dated 15-12-2014,   addressed to the respondent, Shri Jagdish Singh  sought  copies of Sketch  Plan of Qilla Land  and Sham Lat Land of Village of Ammamgarh alongwith details of rents and Khewat/Khasra numbers. The RTI application was transferred to DDPO Sangrur by  PIO-cum-DRO, Sangrur. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jagdish Singh   filed a complaint dated  16-01-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  20-01-2015      and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

The complainant informs that  no information has been supplied to him as yet. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an 
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order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has 
 approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be 
 given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Vipan Kumar,

H.No.319,Ward No.24,

Nai abadi,City KHANNA-141401.

District Ludhiana.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Hindi Putri Pathshala Senior

Secondary School, KHANNA-141401

District Ludhiana.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 397 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri Vipan Kumar,  complainant, in person.
Shri R. S. Cheema, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated  24-11-2014,   addressed to the respondent, Shri Vipan Kumar  sought  information/documents on 8 points regarding Plan of School Building, number of students, number of class rooms, members of school Management, Rules of PTA, Audit Report and Balance Sheet etc. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Vipan Kumar    filed a complaint dated  20-01-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  21-01-2015      and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondent informs that reply has been sent to the complainant that he has not approached the First Appellate Authority before approaching the Commission. The complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet.  In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 
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12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint
 case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be 
 given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Subhash Bhatia,

V&PO- Kathgarh, Tehsil-

Balachaur, District Shaheed
Bhagat Singh Nagar..







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, DAV Senior Secondary

School, Kathgarh,  Tehsil:  Balachaur,

District:  Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 395 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Narinder Kumar, Principal, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated nil  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Subhash Bhatia sought  information on 21 points regarding functioning of the school and construction of shops by the School. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Subhash Bhatia    filed a complaint dated  09-01-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  22-01-2015      and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

Shri Narinder Kumar, Principal,  appearing on behalf of the respondent., informs that the information is ready but it has not been supplied to the complainant as the complainant has not deposited document charges amounting to Rs. 9564/-.  A perusal of the case file reveals that the complainant has not been asked to deposit document charges within stipulated time period as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Therefore, the PIO is directed to supply complete information, free of cost, to the complainant  by registered post.  The respondent assures that the information will be supplied and requests that the case may be closed. 
4.

On the assurance  given by the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Smt. Krishna Devi,

 W/o Shri Suraj Virdi,
 H.No.B-1/705, Ram Nagar,  Jalandhar.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o District Education Officer (E), 
Jalandhar.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 384 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Surinder Pal, Clerk, office of B.P.E.O. Adampur, on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 11-11-2014 addressed to the respondent,  Krishna Devi sought  information/documents regarding her pensionary  benefits and GPF. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Smt. Krishna Devi filed a complaint dated  20-01-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  20-01-2015  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

The respondent informs that the requisite information is not available in their record. Accordingly, the District Education Officer(EE), Jalandhar is directed to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that requisite information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay. 
4.

Adjourned to  04.06.2015  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Atinderpal Singh,
S/o Shri Lakhveer Singh,
Balbir Basti, Street No. 9(L),

FARIDKOT – 151203.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Baba Farid Law College,
Kotkapura Road, FARIDKOT.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 3181 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Paramjit Singh Brar, on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 29.09.2014,    addressed to the respondent, Shri  Atinderpal Singh,  sought copies of directions/notification regarding the determination of fees during the academic Session 2009-2014 alongwith copies of receipts of fees paid by him during the said session. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Atinderpal Singh filed a complaint dated 12.11.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  14.11.2014  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  09.03.2015, which was postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondent submits that their College is not covered under RTI Act, 2005. He submits an extract from All India Reporter 2010 quoting a judgement of Bombay High Court in this regard. The complainant is not present nor any intimation has been received from him.  In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 
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12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint  case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have 

no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As 

such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be 
 given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-04-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,
VPO: RASULPUR(Mallah),

Tehsil: Jagraon, District: Ludhiana.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Ludhiana – 141001.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana – 141001.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  410 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent. 


Shri  Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,  Appellant, vide an RTI application dated  04.09.2014, addressed to PIO, sought copy of complete file submitted by Bhola Singh regarding economical aid, along with complete inquiry report submitted by the SDM  and Tehsildar, Jagraon. 
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  27.10.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 12.01.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  21.01.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

A letter dated 23.04.2015 has been received from the appellant through FAX informing the Commission that he is unable to attend the hearing due to some judicial court case work. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.
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4.

None is present on behalf of the respondent nor any intimation has been received from him. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 

5.

Adjourned to  04.06.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-04-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sukhpal Singh,

S/o Shri Teja Singh,

R/o Village: Kadrabad,

P.O.: Kalburchhan,

Tehsil: Samana, District: Patiala.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

SAMANA, District: Patiala.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 3069 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Sukhpal Singh,  complainant, in person.
Shri Satnam Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Naib Singh, Sarpanch, on behalf of the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 12.06.2014,   addressed to the respondent, Shri Sukhpal Singh  sought photo copies of Cash Book, Proceeding Register, Stock Register and information regarding   particulars of workers engaged under MNREGA SCHEME alongwith their salary. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Sukhpal Singh filed a complaint dated 29.10.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  31.10.2014 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  10.02.2015.
3.

On 10.02.2015,  the complainant informed  the Commission that information regarding MNREGA SCHEME(Point No.2)   had  been supplied but the information regarding Panchayat Record(Point No.1)  had not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, BDPO Samana  was  directed to supply the information regarding 
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Point No. 1 to the complainant, within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the respondent informs that some information has already been supplied to the complainant but some other information is pending. He seeks some more time to enable him to supply the remaining information to the complainant. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 
5.

On the request of the respondent, the case is adjourned to  07.07.215  at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh,  for  confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23.04.2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anil Kumar, 
5168, Shanker Garden Colony,

NAKODAR – 144040.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal, Government Senior Secondary School,
DAROHI KALAN, District: Jalandhar – 144001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer(SE),

JALANDHAR
 - 144001.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 430 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant. 

Shri Roshan Lal Sharma, Senior Assistant, office of DEO (SE), Jalandhar and Shri Sarabjit Singh, Lecturer Commerce, Government Senior Secondary School, Darohi Kalan, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Anil Kumar, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 27.04.2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 9 points including copies of Attendance Registers, Diary and Despatch Registers, Resolutions, Bill of Magazines, Income Tax Return, School Order Book etc. 
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  05.06.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 02.01.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  23.01.2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, which has been duly received by him. The appellant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-04-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dev Raj,
S/o Shri Dharam Chand,

VPO: Pandori Khas,

Tehsil: NAKODAR – 144040.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Primary Education Officer,
NAKODAR -1, inside Government High School,

Railway Road, NAKODAR – 144040.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer (EE),

Ladowal Road, JALANDHAR.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 108 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri Dev Raj,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Lehmbar Singh, B.P.E.O. Nakodar-1, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Dev Raj, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  19.08.2013, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 4 points including copies of Diary and Despatch Registers alongwith particulars of Despatch No. 263 and 265.
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  23.10.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  15.12.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  19.12.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Today, the appellant informs that information  regarding  only Point No. 1 has been supplied to him and the information regarding remaining 3 points is still pending.  The respondent informs that the information regarding Points No. 2, 3 and 4 is not available in their record and he submits an affidavit in this regard, which is handed over to the appellant and a copy thereof is retained in the Commission File.  
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-04-2015


             State Information Commissioner
