STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Jasbir Singh,

Village- Bholapur-Jhabewal,

VPO- Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

District: Ludhiana. 








…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Ludhiana.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 777 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri Jasbir Singh, appellant, in person.

None for the respondent.
Shri Jasbir Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 05.12.2014,       addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on a News Item published in Punjab Kesri on 06.07.2014 regarding bribery.

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 20.01.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 24.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 26.02.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.06.2015.
3.

On 11.06.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. None was present on behalf of the respondent nor any intimation had  been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days under 
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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.

The appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. Today again, none is present on behalf of the respondents. Consequently, the sought  information is perused and discussed and it is observed that the information, asked for by the appellant is vague, which cannot be supplied.  Accordingly, the appellant is advised to seek specific information. 
5.

In the circumstances narrated above, the instant case is disposed of and closed. 











 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Jasbir Singh,

Village- Bholapur-Jhabewal,

VPO- Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

District: Ludhiana. 








…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, 
Ludhiana.


…Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 776 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri Jasbir Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Tarlochan Singh Sahota, ADTO, Ludhiana, on behalf of the  respondents.
Shri Jasbir Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 22.12.2014,        addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on a News Item published on 03.11.2014 regarding fake licences.

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 22.01.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 24.02.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 26.02.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.06.2015.
3.

On 11.06.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. None  was  present on behalf of the respondent nor any intimation had been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 
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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 appellant informs that requisite information has been supplied to him to his satisfaction.  He requests that the case may be closed. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Amarveer Singh Bhullar,

Chamber No. 331, Lawyers Chamber,

Block Dwarka Court Complex

Sector 10, New Delhi-110075.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Nagar Council,

Mour, District: Bathinda.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,


Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda. 



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 961 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri Manpreet Singh Sidhu, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant.
None for the  respondents.

Shri  Amarveer Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 03.09.2014,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding population and income of Nagar Panchayat Mandi Kalan alongwith survey report of different establishments operating within the boundary of Nagar Panchayat, Mandi Kalan.  

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 31.10.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  09.03.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11.03.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.06.2015.
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3.

On 17.06.2015,  Shri Raj Pal Singh Makkar, Executive Officer, Maur, appearing on behalf of the respondents,   informed  that the sought information related  to the office of S.D.M. Rampura Phul and some information had  already been supplied  by them. Accordingly,  PIO of the office SDM Rampura Phul  was  impleaded as party and he was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. 
A copy of the order  was  forwarded to S.D.M. Rampura Phul, District Bathinda to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

A letter dated 23.07.2015  from SDM-cum-First Appellate Authority Rampura Phul was delivered in the Commission on 22.07.2015 by an official  vide which  it has been informed that the information, available in their record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information, relating to instant RTI application, is available in their office. It has been further informed  that RTI application of the appellant has also been transferred to E.O., Nagar Panchayat, Mandi Kalan under Section 6(3) for supplying information relating to their office,   direct to the appellant. 
5.

The appellant informs that the provided information is still incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO of the office of Nagar Council, Mour and office of S.D.M. Rampura Phul and  the PIOs are directed to supply the information after removing the deficiencies and in case any information is not available in their office, a duly attested affidavit be submitted by the PIO,  on the next date of hearing.  
6.

Adjourned to  16.09.2015  at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Kamaljit Singh,

H. No. 47/F, St. No. 5, Prem Nagar,

New Court Road, Malerkotla,

District: Sangrur-148023.  






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer,

(S E, Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer,


(S E), Sangrur.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1112 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri Zorawar Amarpreet Singh, on behalf of the  Appellant.
Shri Shiv Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Kamaljit Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 13.01.2015, addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report against the Heads of the schools for illegally withdrawing the salary of 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 19.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  23.03.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 30.03.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 24.06.2015.
3.

On 24.06.2015,  the respondent submitted  a letter No. 1023, dated 22.06.2015 from D.E.O.(S), Sangrur vide which he had  sought some more time to enable him to supply requisite information to the appellant as the information was  to be 
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gathered from the field offices. While accepting the request of the respondent, the case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the respondent hands over a letter No. n-9$2015-16$1105-06, dated 20.07.2015, containing requisite information,  from D.E.O.(SE) Sangrur to the representative of the appellant in the court today and submits a copy of the said letter to the Commission, which is taken on record. After perusing the letter, the representative of the appellant informs that the information is incomplete and wrong. He submits a letter, containing deficiencies,  in the provided information, to the respondent. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies, pointed out by the representative of the appellant. 
5.

Adjourned to  20.08.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing  in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Ujagar Singh,

Street No. 01, Mann Colony,

Near Baba Mukand Singh Senior

Secondary School, Daba, 

District: Ludhiana.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Barnala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Barnala.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1177 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Harvinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Ujagar Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 29.12.2014, addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on a complaint dated 11.07.2013 against District Development and Panchayat Officer, Barnala. 

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  31.01.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  07.04.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 24.06.2015.
3.

On 24.06.2015,  the respondent informed  that requisite information had  been sent to the appellant on 30.01.2015. A letter dated 24.06.2015 was  received from the appellant through e-mail informing that he  was  unable to attend hearing  due to ill health of his father. He  requested to adjourn  the case to some other day. Accordingly, the appellant   was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided 
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information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

A letter dated 22.07.2015 has  been received through e-mail  from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today as his father has expired. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. The respondent informs that the sought information has already been supplied to the appellant. Since the appellant is not present, the respondent is directed to send one more copy of the information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
5.

Adjourned to  03.09.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing  in court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Supreme Bachhal,

Chamber No. 206, District Courts,

Sector 43, Chandigarh. 






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Local Registrar (Births & Deaths),

Gram Panchayat, Jaulan Kalan,

Block Dera Bassi, District: SAS Nagar.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 955 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Supreme Bachhal,  complainant, in person.
Smt. Jasbir Kaur, MPHW((F), office of S.M.O., P.H.C Dera Bassi, on behalf of the  respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 20.02.2015,   addressed to the respondent, Shri Supreme Bachhal sought various information/documents regarding genuineness of  Birth Certificate of Smt. Jaspreet Kaur daughter of Shri Narmail Singh and Smt. Swarn Kaur.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Supreme Bachhal  filed a complaint dated  06.04.2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  the same day 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  24.06.2015.
3.

On 24.06.2015, a  perusal of the case file revealed  that the office of the PIO had  refused to accept the RTI application of the complainant as per the report of postal authority. View this act of the PIO seriously, he was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 20 days, under  intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. 
A copy of the order  was  forwarded to Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali) to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned for today.
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4.

Today, Smt. Jasbir Kaur, MPHW((F), office of S.M.O., P.H.C Dera Bassi, appearing on behalf of the  respondent, informs that the information sought by the complainant does not relate to their office. The complainant informs that he has sought information from the office of  Local Registrar (Births & Deaths),Gram Panchayat, Jaulan Kalan,Block Dera Bassi, District: SAS Nagar, which has not been supplied as yet by them. He further informs that this information may be available in  the office of BDPO Dera Bassi or in the office of C.M.O. Phase-6 Mohali. Accordingly, PIOs of the office of BDPO Dera Bassi and C.M.O. Phase-6, Mohali are directed to provide requisite information to the complainant before next date of hearing. A copy each of RTI application is sent to them. Besides, PIO of the office of S.M.O. , P.H.C. Dera Bassi is exempted from appearance during further hearings of this case.

5.

A copy each of the order is forwarded to Deputy Commissioner, Mohali;  C.M.O. Phase-6 Mohali  and  BDPO, Dera Bassi  to ensure the compliance of the orders.

6.

Adjourned to 19.08.2015  at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 









 









     



Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  23-07-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
CC:

Deputy Commissioner, Mohali.


REGISTERED
Block Development and 



REGISTERED
Panchayat Officer, DERA BASSI,

District:  Mohali.




Civil Surgeon,




REGISTERED
Phase-6,  Mohali.




STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Kuldeep Singh,

House No.1085, Sector 70,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Financial Commissioner,

Revenue, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Financial Commissioner,

Revenue, Punjab Civil Secretariat,  Chandigarh.

…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 3462 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Kuldeep Singh,  appellant, in person.


Shri Jagmohan Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Kuldeep Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 9-9-2014,        addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his revision/review filed in response to Memo. No. 2(1)181/09- wn1(6)/4385, dated 20.03.2010 and sought information regarding quantum of financial loss to the Government on account of the act done by him for which 20% cut has been imposed in his pension. 
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  9-10-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 20-11-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 21-11-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.01.2015.

3.

On 28.01.2015, Shri Jagmohan Singh, Superintendent, appearing on 

behalf of the respondents, informed  the Commission that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed   that information regarding Point 
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No. 1 had been supplied but the information regarding Point No. 2 had not been supplied as yet. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter  at length, the PIO  was  directed to supply the information in respect of Point No. 2  to the appellant within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 17.03.2015.

4.

A letter No. 13/71/14-RE-1(6)/424812/2, dated 27.02.2015, addressed to the appellant was  received from APIO  vide which information regarding Point No. 2 had been supplied to the appellant.  A letter dated 05.03.2015 had been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  not satisfied with the provided information. 

5.

A letter dated 13.03.2015 was  received from the appellant informing the Commission that he was unable to attend hearing on 17.03.2015  as he  had to appear in the court of Sessions Judge Mohali. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. The appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.  The case was adjourned to 14.05.2015.

6.

On 14.05.2015, a letter No. 13/71/14-wn1(6)$4074, dated 13.05.2015 was  received from Shri Jagmohan Singh, Superintendent Grade-1-cum-APIO seeking exemption from personal appearance as he had to attend  Punjab & Haryana Court in connection with Contempt Case No. 3546 of 2014. He  informed that the appellant had  not furnished any observations on the information provided to him. 
The appellant informed  that he had  already sent his observations on the provided information to the PIO. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send his observations, on the provided information, again  to the PIO by registered post. The case was adjourned to 24.06.2015.
7.

On 24.06.2015,  a letter dated 24.06.2015 was  received from the appellant requesting that he might  be exempted from appearance as he was  occupied with some family function. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. A telephonic  message was  received from the office of the respondents requesting for adjournment of the case.  On the request of the appellant as well as the respondent, the case was adjourned for today.
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8.

Today, Shri Jagmohan Singh, Superintendent,  appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs that the information, available on record, has already  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant expresses dis-satisfaction while stating that the provided information is incomplete and misleading. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the PIO is directed to submit a duly attested affidavit,  on the next date of hearing,  to the effect that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information,  relating to instant RTI application,  is available with them. 
9.

Adjourned to  08.09.2015  at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing  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: 23-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Avtar Singh, S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Village Buraj Kalara, PO: Hathur,

Block Jagraon, District: Ludhiana. 




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Legal Officer (A), Reader to

D.R.D.P (Legal Department),

Director Rural Development & Panchayats,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats,


Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1173 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the  Appellant.
Shri Pushpinder Singh Grewal, Divisional Deputy Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Patiala Division, Patiala and Shri Ishwar Singh, Steno, office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Mohali, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Avtar Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24.07.2014,     addressed to PIO, sought copy of Inquiry Report of Divisional Deputy Director, Patiala regarding cancellation of resolution dated 01.04.2011 regarding Cremation Ground. 
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 08.09.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  27.03.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 06.04.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 24.06.2015.
3.

On 24.06.2015,  the respondent informed  that since the  Inquiry Report had  not been received as yet from Divisional Deputy Director, Patiala, the requisite 
Contd…….p/2

AC- 1173 of 2015  


-2-
information could not be supplied to the appellant.  Accordingly, Shri Pushpinder Singh Grewal, Divisional Deputy Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Patiala Division, Patiala  was  directed to be explain the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

As per the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing, Shri Pushpinder Singh Grewal, Divisional Deputy Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Patiala Division, Patiala is present today. He explains the factual position of the case and informs that Inquiry Report has been sent to the Director Rural Development and Panchayat,Punjab,  Mohali for taking further necessary action.  Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant within 20 days, under intimation to the Commission.  The respondent assures that the requisite information will be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
5.

Adjourned to  18.08.2015   at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing 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:  23-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Jagjit Singh, S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Village Parach, PO- Mullanpur Garib Dass,

Tehsil Kharar, District: SAS Nagar.  




…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar, District: SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Development & Panachayats Officer,

SAS Nagar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1158 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the  Appellant.
Shri Hakam Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the  respondents.

Shri  Jagjit Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24.12.2014 addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 4 points regarding detail of works got executed during the tenure of Shri Ravinder Singh, Administrator and  a copy of report of action taken against him.
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 11.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 18.03.2015,   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  01.04.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 24.06.2015.
3.

On 24.06.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. None was  present for the respondents nor any intimation had been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO 
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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 taken against him. The case was adjourned for today.

4.

Today, the respondent seeks some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which is granted. 

5.

On the request of the respondent, the case  is adjourned to  26.08.2015   at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  23-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Jagjit Singh, S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Village Parach, PO- Mullanpur Garib Dass,

Tehsil Kharar, District: SAS Nagar.  




…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar, District: SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Development & Panachayats Officer,

SAS Nagar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1157 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the  Appellant.
Shri Hakam Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the  respondents.
Shri  Jagjit Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 19.12.2014,   addressed to PIO, sought copies of resolutions passed by Gram Panchayat Parach during the tenure of Shri Surjit Singh, Sarpanch alongwith detail of works got executed.
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  11.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  18.03.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 01.04.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 24.06.2015.
3.

On 24.06.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. None was  present for the respondents nor any intimation had been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO 
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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 taken against him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the respondent seeks some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which is granted. 
5.

On the request of the respondent, the case  is adjourned to  26.08.2015   at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  23-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Kuldip Singh, 

H. No. 1085, Sector 70,

SAS Nagar. 








…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar. 





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1153 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Kuldip Singh,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Ram Lubhaya, BDPO, Dhar Kalan and Shri Manjit Singh,  Senior Assistant, office of Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali,   on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Kuldeep Singh,Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 23.09.2013, addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his application which was received in the office of the PIO against Diary No. 460, dated 06.03.2013.
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 13.02.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  01.04.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.06.2015.
3.

On 11.06.2015,  a letter dated 24.06.2015 was  received from the appellant requesting that he might  be exempted from appearance as he was  occupied with some family function. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
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4.

The respondent informed  that during hearing of the first appeal by the First Appellate Authority, the BDPO Dhar Kalan assured that a proposal would be sent to the Director but no proposal had  been received from the BDPO so far.  Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to issue  instructions to  all concerned to send the proposal for taking further necessary action  at the level of the Director so that Action Taken Report could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 
A copy each of the order was sent to Divisional Deputy Director Jalandhar, District Development and Panchayat Officer, Pathankot and Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dhar Kalan, District Pathankot to ensure that the proposal  was sent to the Director without any further delay, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Shri Ram Lubhaya, BDPO, Dhar Kalan appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs that he has recently joined at Dhar Kalan and  assures that the proposal will be sent to the Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali within 30 days for taking further necessary action.
6.

Adjourned to  08.09.2015  at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  23-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Vikas Kumar,

W.No.10-B/352, Bus Stand Road,

Opposite Bimal Book Depot,

Dhuri-148024 District Sangrur.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer,

Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Circle Education Officer,


Nabha District Patiala.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 465 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri Vikas Kumar,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Shiv Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Vikas Kumar, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  22-10-2014,        addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 4 points in respect of 33 part time workers, whose services have been regularized and other workers  who have not been regularized and others who have since retired.

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  22-11-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  24-01-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 28-01-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 05.05.2015, which was postponed to 11.05.2015 due to certain administrative reasons. 

3.

On 11.05.2015,  the respondent sought some more time to enable him to supply the requisite information to the appellant as some information  was  to be 
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collected from the field offices. 
On the request of the respondent, the case was  adjourned to 01.07.2015.
4.

On 01.07.2015, the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him  till date. Viewing the callous attitude being adopted by the PIO in this case, seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO 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. He  was  also directed to explain the reasons for delay in the supply of information, in person, on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent informs that the information, available on record, was supplied to the appellant on the last date of hearing. The appellant informs that the information is complete and provided information is unsigned. Consequently, the sought information is discussion in detail point-wise. After the  discussion, the respondent makes a written submission stating that the information, available in record, has been supplied vide letter No. 1026-27, dated 22.06.2015. It has been further stated that some record was destroyed in the old building in 2006 and the office was shifted to a new building and now no more record is available relating to instant RTI application. Written submission given by the respondent is handed over to the appellant  and a copy of the same is retained in the Commission file. 
6.

Since the  information, available on record, stands provided to the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-   
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Navdeep Singh Kamboj,

S/o Shri Dyal Chand,

H.No. 46/990, Ganga Vihar Colony, 

Abohar-152116,  District Fazilka.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjab Technical University,

Kapurthala Highway, Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Punjab Technical University,


Kapurthala Highway, Jalandhar.



…..Respondents. 
Appeal Case  No.  2878 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Navdeep Singh Kamboj, Appellant, in person.

None for  the respondents. 



Shri  Navdeep Singh, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  27-02-2014, addressed to PIO,  sought certain information on 4  points regarding number of students, who visited PTU Jalandhar for correction in B-tech, Re-appear forms;  amount of money collected as examination fee for regular, re-appear, re-evaluation by PTU Jalandhar;  number of students, who  appeared for Regular, Re-evaluation and Re-appear exams and the amount of money spent by PTU Jalandhar in conducting Regular, Re-appear, Re-evaluation exams.

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   28-05-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide 

application dated 17-09-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI 

Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 17-09-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.12.2014.

Contd…..p/2

AC- 2878 of 2014 



-2-  

 3.

On 17.12.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents submitted a letter No. PTU/RTI/N/3234, dated 16.12.2014 addressed to the appellant and a copy endorsed 
to the Commission, which was  taken on record. Vide the said letter it had been 

informed that the information in respect of Points No. 1 and 3 had been supplied vide letter dated 23.06.2014 and the information in respect of Points No. 2 and 4 had been supplied vide letter dated 10.06.2014. Ld. Counsel for the respondents handed over some more information to the appellant in the court. The appellant informed  that he was  not satisfied with the provided information as it was  incomplete. After discussing the matter and hearing both the parties, the appellant was directed to approach the PIO to inspect the record on 06.01.2015  at 11.00 A.M. to identify the documents required by him. The PIO  was  directed to supply the documents, identified by  the appellant during inspection,  on the spot. The case was adjourned to 04.02.2015.

4.

On 04.02.2015,  the respondents submitted  a copy of the report of a Committee constituted to deal with the RTI cases filed by Shri Navdeep Singh Kamboj, appellant, which  was  taken on record. In the report the Committee has submitted that Shri Navdeep Singh Kamboj misbehaved with branch employees and concerned officials and also the Committee Members when he visited their office for inspection of record. A copy of the report of the Committee  was  handed over to the appellant. After perusing the report, the appellant submitted  that it was  wrong, incorrect and misleading.

5.

The respondents handed  over information to the appellant in the court, who expressed  dissatisfaction with the provided information.  The appellant submitted  that he wanted  inspection of record in soft format. With mutual consent of both the parties, the PIO  was  directed to allow the inspection of record in soft format to the 

appellant on 23.02.2015 at 11.00 A.M. in the office of PIO. The case was adjourned to 28.04.2015. 

6.

On 28.04.2015, the appellant informed  that inspection of record could not be done and he was  not satisfied with the provided information. Accordingly, the appellant  was  directed to point out deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The PIO  was  directed to supply available information  

Contd…..p/3

AC-  2878 of 2014 


-3-  
to the appellant and in case any information was not available then an affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 02.07.2015.
7.

On 02.07.2015,  the appellant informed  that he had sent deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the remaining information in view of the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant and in case any information is not available then a duly attested affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
8.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him after removing the deficiencies sent by him to the PIO.  A message has been received from Shri Piyush Khanna, Ld. Counsel for the respondents requesting for  adjournment of the case  on the ground that  the staff of PTU is on strike. 
9.

On the request of Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case is adjourned to 02.09.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing  in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor),  Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Navdeep Singh Kamboj,

S/o Shri Dyal Chand,

H.No. 46/990, Ganga Vihar Colony, 

Abohar-152116,  District Fazilka.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjab Technical University,

Kapurthala Highway, Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Punjab Technical University,


Kapurthala Highway, Jalandhar.




…..Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  3235 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Navdeep Singh Kamboj, Appellant, in person.

None  for the respondents. 



Shri Navdeep Singh Kamboj, appellant, vide an RTI application dated        20.09.2012, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 9 points regarding conducting of examinations in December, 2009; May, 2010 and November, 2011 

2.

The PIO supplied information to the applicant vide letters No. 2804, dated 17.12.2012; No. 824, dated 18.12.2012 and No. 1034, dated 12.03.2013. Not satisfied with the provided information, Shri Navdeep Singh Kamboj filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 27.02.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  27.10.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 28.10.2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 04.02.2015.

3.

On 04.02.2015,  the appellant informed  that information in respect of Point No,. 4 had been supplied  which was  correct but the information in respect of remaining 8 points  was  incomplete and incorrect. The respondent handed  over 
information to the appellant in the court . Accordingly, the appellant  was directed to 
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point out deficiencies, if any, in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 28.04.2015.

4.

On 28.04.2015,  the appellant informed  that some information had  been supplied but some other information  was  still pending. Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the sought information was  voluminous. He sought   time to furnish the remaining information. Accordingly, the appellant  was  directed to ask for specific information and the PIO was  directed to supply available information to the appellant and in case any information was  not available in their record than an affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 02.07.2015.
5.

 On 02.07.2015, Shri  Aditya Sharda, appearing  on behalf of Shri Piyush Khanna, Counsel for the respondents, sought  some more time to enable him to supply the requisite information. Accordingly, one last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO to provide complete information to the appellant and in case any information  is  not available  then a duly attested affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the appellant informs that no more information has been supplied to him.   A message has been received from Shri Piyush Khanna, Ld. Counsel for the respondents requesting for  adjournment of the case  on the ground that  the staff of PTU is on strike. 

7.

On the request of Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case is adjourned to 02.09.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing  in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor),  Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Navdeep Singh Kamboj,

S/o Shri Dyal Chand,

H.No. 46/990, Ganga Vihar Colony, 

Abohar-152116,  District Fazilka.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjab Technical University,

Kapurthala Highway, Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Punjab Technical University,


Kapurthala Highway, Jalandhar.




…..Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  3236 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Navdeep Singh Kamboj, Appellant, in person.

None  for the respondents. 


Shri Navdeep Singh Kamboj, appellant, vide an RTI application dated        30.11.2012, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 6 points regarding detail of teachers who checked Answer Sheets of GZSCET, Bathinda alongwith number of students who filled forms for re-evaluation and re-appear exams etc. 

2.

The PIO supplied information to the applicant vide letter No. 875 dated 09.01.2013; No. 923, dated 31.01.2013  and No. 1034, dated 12.03.2013. Not satisfied with the provided information, Shri Navdeep Singh Kamboj filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  27.02.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  27.10.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  28.10.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 04.02.2015.

3.

On  04.02.2015  the respondents handed  over requisite information to the appellant in the court . Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to point out deficiencies, 
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if any, in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 28.04.2015.
4.

On 28.04.2015,  the appellant informed  that he was  not satisfied with the provided information. Accordingly, the appellant  was  directed to point out deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The PIO was  directed to supply available information to the appellant and in case any information was  not available then an affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 02.07.2015.
5.

 On 02.07.2015, Shri  Aditya Sharda, appearing  on behalf of Shri Piyush Khanna, Counsel for the respondents, sought  some more time to enable him  to supply the requisite information. Accordingly, one last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO to provide complete information to the appellant and in case any information is not available  then a duly attested affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the appellant informs that no more information has been supplied to him.  A message has been received from Shri Piyush Khanna, Ld. Counsel for the respondents requesting for  adjournment of the case  on the ground that  the staff of PTU is on strike. 

7.

On the request of Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case is adjourned to 02.09.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing  in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor),  Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
