STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE No.  1191 of 2012
Sh. Sudip Vij, (President),

Parents Students & Social Welfare Association, 

R/o #1270/2, Jain Mohala, Roopnagar,

Distt. Roopnagar.

     


  


     …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Maha Rani Satindera Public School,

Bela, Distt. Roopnagar.



2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Maha Rani Satindera Public School,

Bela, Distt. Roopnagar.
                           



…Respondents
Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Jaswant Singh, DPI office of  Maha Rani Satindera Public School, Bela, Distt. Roopnagar (98142-65240)
ORDER

1. The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.
2. Last opportunity is given to the respondent to file reply. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 23.10.2013 at 2:00 P.M.       
3. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:23.09.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1712 of 2013
Date of decision 23.09.2013 

Sh. Daljit Singh Dhindsa
R/o #69, Sector-4, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar-143001,

Mob-9779933563.





       …………………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Finance Pension policy & Coordination Branch,

Department of Finance, Govt. of Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Principal Secretary Finance to Govt. of Punjab,

Room No.16, 8th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






           ………Respondents
Present:
Sh. Daljit Singh Dhindsa appellant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Rohit Jain, Senior Assistant office of Finance Pension policy & Coordination Branch, Department of Finance, Govt. of Punjab, Punjab Civil Secretariat Chandigarh.(9465217419) 
ORDER

1.
On his RTI application dated 02.06.2012 the appellant has sought information on 5 points pertaining to the family pension at the enhanced rates. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 23.09.2012 and then second appeal in the Commission on 02.08.2013 under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 23.09.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant is present in the Commission and states that he has asked information on 5 points on his RTI application out of which information on 3 points has been given to him. He further states that against the orders of PIO, he has also filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority where the matter is still pending for personal hearing.
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4.
The respondent files reply to the notice to the Commission vide memo no.7/21/2012-3FPPC/1251 dated 23.09.2013 stating therein that information as available on record has been provided to the appellant. He further points that the appellant has unjustifiably come into the second appeal with the Commission while his case is still pending with the First Appellate Authority where the appellant has earlier been called for 13.09.2013 and on his non appearance before the appellate authority the next date of personal hearing is now 10.10.2013.

5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the First Appellate Authority is yet to decide on the appeal filed by the appellant. Now 10.10.2013 is the date fixed by the FAA for personal hearing. The appellant is advised to wait for the final order of the First Appellate Authority. He shall be at liberty to file second appeal with the Commission, if he is aggrieved by the order of the FAA. In view of above, the instant appeal is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:23.09.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1717 of 2013
Date of decision 23.09.2013 

Sh. Dharmveer Kapoor S/o Sh. Acchru Ram Kapoor.

R/o Kachhari Bazar, Rampur Phul.

Mob-98147-52367.




       

      …………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o DIG,

Bathinda.






           ………Respondents
Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Lakshman Singh, Head Constable (9501310003)
ORDER

1.
On his RTI application dated 27.05.2013 the appellant has sought information from the office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda regarding action taken on his application dated 19.03.2013 which was given to DSP, Phul. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 01.07.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 02.08.2013 under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 23.09.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However,  telephonically he has intimated that he has received the requisite information and does not want to carry on now with the second appeal and requests that the same may be disposed of.
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4.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission   vide letter no. 285-5A/RTI Cell   dated 21.09.2013 stating therein that the requisite information comprising of 10 pages has been provided to the appellant who has also given statement to the effect of receiving the same .
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is revealed that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant by the respondent on 19.09.2013 to the satisfaction of the former who has  requested that the appeal may be disposed of. In view of above, the instant appeal is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:23.09.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1718 of 2013
Sh. Sonu Tanwar S/o Sh. Makhan Lal

R/o Opposite to Narnjan Arry,

Ludhiana Road, Mansa.



       

      …………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.






           ………Respondents
Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate (9814105515)
ORDER

1. The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.
2. The reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been received from the respondent at diary no. 21433 dated 17.09.2013. The ld counsel on behalf of the respondent states that there is no malafide or intentional delay on the part of respondent  while providing information to the appellant. He further brings to the notice that the appellant was intimated vide letter dated 07.03.2013 by speed post which was received undelivered and again they have written to the appellant vide letter dated 09.04.2013 and after deposit the amount of assessed fee requisite information on point no. 1 & 4 has been provided vide letter no.28.05.2013 and as far as information on point no 2 and 3 is concerned the answer sheet sought by the appellant pertained to 
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third party and hence cannot be provided. In the end, citing the ruling of the Punjab State Information Commission in Complaint Case No. 1130 of 2007, the ld. Counsel mentions that the respondent University has provided the information to the appellant in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act.

3. Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his in the Commission failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided by the respondent. The matter to come up for further hearing on 10.10.2013 at 2:00 P.M.       
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:23.09.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1720 of 2013 

Sh. Tarsem Chand S/o Sh. Sadhu Ram,

R/o Ward No-8, Kulwant Street 

Opposite Karmaed Chunni Kh Chakki,

Mansa, Mob-94172-89014.


       

      …………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mansa.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o DIG Police,

Bathinda.






           ………Respondents
Present:
Sh. Tarsem Chand appellant in person. (94172-89014)
For the respondent: Sh. Angrej Singh, Head Constable office of  Senior Superintendent of Police, Mansa and Sh. Lakshman Singh, Head Constable on behalf of FAA. (9501310003)
ORDER

1. The appellant states that the considerable delay has been caused in providing him the information. He further states that he has been provided the information today in the Commission itself that the action on his application dated 05.11.2012 is still in progress. He further points out that compromise has already been reached in Panchayat regarding the theft on 05.12.2012. In the end, he states that the penal action against the PIO be taken and the compensation be awarded to him for causing detriment.
2.
The respondent on behalf of the PIO and the FAA submit reply to the Notice of the Commission copy of which is given to the appellant and also taken on record. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 23.10.2013 at 2:00 P.M.       
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:23.09.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1726 of 2013 

Sh. Sarvesh Bharti,

R/o # 661, Mota Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.





       

      …………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar-Kapurthala Road,

Kapurthala-144601.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar-Kapurthala Road,

Kapurthala-144601.





           ………Respondents
Present:
Sh. G.S. Sawhney, Advocate authorized representative of the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Arvind Chauhan, Advocate (99880-07442)

ORDER

1. The ld. counsel for the respondent files memo of the appearance and seeks an adjournment to file reply. 

2. On the request of ld. counsel for the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 23.10.2013 at 2:00 P.M.       
3. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:23.09.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1727 of 2013 

Sh. H.L. Bhatia,

R/o # E-7,801, Panchsheel Colony,

Noorwala Road, Ludhiana,

Mob-98789-41350.



       

      …………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Agriculture University,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Punjab Agriculture University,

Ludhiana.





           ………Respondents
Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Puran Chand, Superintendent office of Punjab Agriculture University, Ludhiana (97799-03263)
ORDER

1. The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. 

2. The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed and copy thereof sent to the complainant vide letter no. PIO.RTI.2013/35758-60 dated 09.09.2013. He further states that the information was to be collected from different offices and the same comprising of 412 pages has been provided to the appellant on 05.09.2013. 
3. Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his in the Commission failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided by the respondent. The matter to come up for further hearing on 23.10.2013 at 2:00 P.M.       
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:23.09.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2911 of 2013
Date of decision 23.09.2013
Sh. Ashish Sethi S/o Sh. Hans Raj Sethi

C/o Sethi Medical Store Main Bazar,

Talwandi Bhai, District-Ferozepur-142050.

…………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Co-operative Agricultural Development

Bank Ltd. Bank Square, Sector-17-B, 

Chandigarh. 
 





………..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Ramneek Vasudeva, Advocate counsel for the appellant and  

Sh. Ashish Sethi, appellant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Joginderpal Singh Mann, D.G.M. office of Punjab State Co-operative Agricultural Development, Chandigarh.
ORDER

1.
The issue taken up by the Complainant in his RTI application dated 17.05.2013 is that he has joined as Clerk-cum-Data Entry Operator in the respondent Bank on 28.01.2013. In the meanwhile he got selected as Probationary Officer in an another bank and consequently he  resigned from the  respondent Bank on 27.04.2013. Contrary to the  terms of the respondent Bank, he allegedly has been charged excess amount of Rs. 75592/- and as such sought information  under RTI Act, 2005, that  under which Act or service conditions the respondent Bank has charged amount of Rs. 75592/- in excess from him.  The respondent department did not consider his application and returned to him in original without providing him the information and resultantly, he filed complaint in the Commission on 02.08.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 23.09.2013 in the Commission.
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3.
The complainant is present in the Commission and states that the requisite information should be provided to him  by the respondent.
4.
The PIO office of  Punjab State Co-operative Agricultural Development Bank Ltd. Bank Square, Chandigarh files reply to the Notice of the Commission,  which is taken on record and copy thereof is provided to the complainant. The respondent points out that the matter whether the respondent Bank falls under the definition of Public Authority has been stayed by Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in  CWP No. 841 of 2010 on 19.01.2010. In the end, he requests that the case may adjourned till final out come on the issue pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. 
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is revealed that the matter qua Public Authority in the respect of respondent Bank has been stayed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court on 19.01.2010 in CWP No. 841 of 2010. As such,  the instant case is adjourned to sine-die. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:23.09.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2916 of 2013
Date of decision 23.09.2013 

Sh. Jagjit Singh S/o Sh. Bachan Singh.
R/o Village Mathi, P.O-Saidpura,

Tehsil & District- Fatehgarh Sahib.


…………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o DDPO,

Fatehgarh Sahib. 





………..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Jagjit Singh complainant in person.

For the respondent: Smt. Ravinder Kaur, BDPO (94174-83404) and Sh. Amrik Singh, Panchayat Secretary.  
ORDER

1. On his RTI application, dated 22.10.2012 the information seeker has sought information regarding action taken on letter dated 07.05.2012 regarding illegal occupation of shamlate land of village Mathi. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 02.08.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 21.05.2013 in the Commission.

3. The complainant tenders in writing that he has received the requisite information and requests that the case may be disposed of.
4. The respondent states that the complete requisite information has been provided to the complainant to his satisfaction.  He further states that now no more information remains pending with the office of PIO and requests that the case may be disposed of. 
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5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is observed that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant. The complainant has given statement that he has received the complete information to his satisfaction and that the case may be disposed of. Now no further action is required in this case.  Therefore, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of.

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

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:23.09.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2923 of 2013 

Sh. Surinder Singh S/o Sh. Santhokh Singh.

R/o E-13/1381 Near Jagtar Singh Dipuwala

Village Kala Ghaupur, Baba FaridNagar,
Cheratta, Amritsar-143105,

Mob-7837231300.





…………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Mandi Board, Bath Road,

Opposite Gas Agency,

Tarn-Taran.
 





………..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Surinder Singh complainant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Raman Kumar, SDO and Sh. Suba Singh, Senior Assistant office of Punjab Mandi Board, Bath Road, Opposite Gas Agency, Tarn-Taran.
ORDER

1. The appellant states that he is willing to deposit the assessed fee of Rs. 1567/- with the office of PIO and he may be allowed to tally the original record with the information for which an adjournment may be granted.
2. The respondent states that on receipt of assessed fee of Rs.1567/- the original record shall be shown to the complainant and information shall be provided for which an adjournment may be given. 

3. On the plea both the parties, the case is adjourned to 23.10.2013 at 2:00 P.M.       
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:23.09.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
 
