STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Dr. Lakhwinder Singh, Secretary,

Guru Nanak Dev University Teachers Association, 

Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.
 




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev 
University, 

Amritsar.







…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  2553 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
None for the   Appellant.
Shri Ashok Kmar Mishra, Superintendent(RTI) and Shri Davinder Pathak, Legal Advisor(RTI),  on behalf of the respondents.



Dr. Lakhwinder Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 13-05--2014 addressed to PIO,  sought certain information/documents  on 13 points regarding  number of  answer sheets  printed in the University Press  and number of answer sheets purchased from outside supplier(s) alongwith name of supplier(s), alongwith copies of the Advertisements, constitution of Tender Committee etc. since July, 2009.

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  23-06-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 12-08-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which was received in the Commission on  19-08-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.11.2014.
3.

On 26.11.2014, a letter No. 660/RTI, dated 27.10.2014 was  received from Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer  inter-alia submitting that the appellant has 
filed three applications under RTI for supply of voluminous information, which cannot be
given as compiling the information shall disproportionately divert the resources of the 
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Public Authority, which shall affect running of day to day affairs of the Institution. The 
information sought for includes commercial confidence, trade secrets, which shall harm competitive position of the third person and also to conceal the identity of the persons involved in order to safeguard their life and liberty. Besides, no larger public interest is involved in RTI application of the appellant. 

4.

Shri Ashok Kumar Mishra, Superintendent(RTI), appearing on behalf of the respondents, asserted  that the sought information could not be  supplied to the appellant as it was  of confidential nature. Consequently, the sought information was  perused and discussed in the court and found that the information asked for by the appellant was  not confidential by any means. Besides, the information sought for by the appellant existed  in the official domain and not much compiling as well as  trade secret was  involved nor there was  any risk to life and liberty of third person. It was  observed that  larger public interest was   very much involved. Therefore,  the PIO was  directed to supply complete information, free of cost,  to the appellant  within 30 days. He was  directed to personally explain reasons for delay in the supply of information, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has met with an accident on way to Chandigarh. He has requested to adjourn  the case to some other day.
6.

The respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, which has been duly received by him. Since the appellant is not able to attend hearing today, he is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
7.

Adjourned to  12.05.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to  heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Dr. Lakhwinder Singh, Secretary,

Guru Nanak Dev University Teachers Association, 

Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.
 




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev 
University, Amritsar.

…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2554 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
None for the   Appellant.

Shri Ashok Kmar Mishra, Superintendent(RTI) and Shri Davinder Pathak, Legal Advisor(RTI),  on behalf of the respondents.

 



Dr. Lakhwinder Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13-05--2014 addressed to PIO,  sought certain information on 4  points in respect of Vice Chancellor of the University regarding his visits  out of station, money spent on these visits, copy of permission sought from the Chancellor for these visits  and copy of log book of his official car,  since July, 2009.

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  23-06-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 12-08-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on   19-08-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.11.2014.
3.

On 26.11.2014, a letter No. 659/RTI, dated 27.10.2014 was  received from Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer  inter-alia submitting that the appellant has filed three applications under RTI for supply of voluminous information, which cannot be
given as compiling the information shall disproportionately divert the resources of the 
Public Authority, which shall affect running of day to day affairs of the Institution. The 
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information sought for includes commercial confidence, trade secrets, which shall harm
competitive position of the third person and also to conceal the identity of the persons involved in order to safeguard their life and liberty. Besides, no larger public interest is involved in RTI application of the appellant as information is related with Vice Chancellor and that too of personal nature. 

4.

Shri Ashok Kumar Mishra, Superintendent(RTI), appearing on behalf of the respondents, asserted  that the sought information could not be supplied to the appellant as it was  personal information relating to the Vice Chancellor. Consequently, the sought information was  perused and discussed in the court and found that the information asked for by the appellant was  not personal by any means. Besides, the information sought for by the appellant existed  in the official domain and not much compiling   was  involved.  Rather larger public interest was   very much involved. Therefore,  the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information, free of cost,  to the appellant  within 30 days. He was  directed to personally explain reasons for delay in the supply of information, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has met with an accident on way to Chandigarh. He has requested to adjourn  the case to some other day.

6.

The respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, which has been duly received by him. Since the appellant is not able to attend hearing today, he is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 

7.

Adjourned to  12.05.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to  heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Lakhwinder Singh, Secretary,

Guru Nanak Dev University Teachers Association, 

Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.
 




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev 
University, Amritsar.

…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2555 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Dr. Lakhwinder Singh,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Ashok Kmar Mishra, Superintendent(RTI), on behalf of the respondents.


Dr. Lakhwinder Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13-05--2014 addressed to PIO,  sought certain information on 17  points in respect of various projects undertaken by the University since July, 2009. 

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  23-06-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 12-08-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on   19-08-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.11.2014.
3.

On 26.11.2014, a letter No. 661/RTI, dated 27.10.2014  was  received from Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer  inter-alia submitting that the appellant has filed three applications under RTI for supply of voluminous information, which cannot be given as compiling the information shall disproportionately divert the resources of the Public Authority, which shall affect running of day to day affairs of the
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Institution. The information sought for includes commercial confidence, trade secrets, 
which shall harm competitive position of the third person and also to conceal the identity 
of the persons involved in order to safeguard their life and liberty. Besides, no larger public interest is involved in RTI application of the appellant. 

4.

Shri Ashok Kumar Mishra, Superintendent(RTI), appearing on behalf of the respondents, asserted  that the sought information could not  be supplied to the appellant as it was of confidential nature. Consequently, the sought information was perused and discussed in the court and found that the information asked for by the appellant was  not confidential by any means. Besides, the information sought for by the appellant existed  in the official domain and not much compiling as well as  trade secret was  involved nor there was any risk to life and liberty of third person. Rather larger public interest was   very much involved. Therefore,  the PIO was  directed to supply complete information, free of cost,  to the appellant  within 30 days. He was  directed to personally explain reasons for delay in the supply of information, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has met with an accident on way to Chandigarh. He has requested to adjourn  the case to some other day.

6.

The respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, which has been duly received by him. Since the appellant is not able to attend hearing today, he is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 

7.

Adjourned to  12.05.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to  heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

House No.78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri District Sangrur.




…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar Guru Angad Dev

Veterinary and Animal Science University,

Ludhiana.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2316 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,  complainant, in person.

Shri P.D.Mahajan, APIO-cum-Assistant Registrar; Shri Satish Chander, AAO and Shri Balbir Singh, Senior Scale Stenographer, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated16-07-2014   addressed to the respondent, Shri                Prem Kumar Rattan sought various information/documents in respect of officers/officials who have availed  Ex-India Leave   for  more than 30 days during last 10 years.

2.

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

 Nil with the Commission,  which was received in it on 19-08-2014   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 26.11.2014.
3.

On 26.11.2014, Shri P.D.Mahajan, APIO-cum-Assistant Registrar; appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informed   that the complainant had  sought information for 10 years  whereas the University  was  only 8 years old. The complainant submitted  that information for 8 years might  be provided to him. 
Contd…..p/2

CC-2316 of 2014    


-2-
Accordingly, it was  directed that requisite years for 8 years be provided to the 
complainant, free of cost, within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, respondent informs that as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last  date of hearing, requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. The complainant confirms it stating that he has received information and requests that the case may be closed. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-11-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shyam Sunder Goel,

H.No.1125, Kartar Nagar,

Ambala City







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Nodal Officer Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Registrar Punjab Technical  University,

Jalandhar.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2636 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Puneet Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents. 



Shri  Shyam Sunder Goel,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 13-06-2014, addressed to PIO,  sought certain information on 6 points regarding MBA Scheme-S 05 Roll No. 10103220011 – Shri Ramesh Kumar, Lord Shiva College  - Centre of Examination,  held in September, 2011. 

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 13-07-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 19-08-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  26-08-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 27.11.2014.
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3.

On 27.11.2014, the respondent informed  that this information could not  be supplied to the appellant as it related  to the third party. Consequently, the sought information was  discussed in detail in the court. After discussion it was  observed that the information asked for by the complainant was  in the larger public interest. Therefore, the PIO was directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant by registered post on 13.02.2015. A letter dated 20.02.2015 has been received in the Commission from the appellant in which he has pointed out the deficiencies in the provided information. Therefore, a copy of this letter is handed over to the Ld. Counsel for the respondents in the court today. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information after removing the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant. 
5.

Adjourned to  12.05.2015 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: 24-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Zora Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbachan Singh,

House No. 31, Ward No. 4, 

Bhai Veer Singh Nagar,

AHMEDGARH, Tehsil: Malerkotla,

District: Sangrur.







…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Animal Husbandry Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh.



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1998 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Zora Singh,  complainant, in person.
Dr. K.P.S. Pasricha, APIO(HQ) and  Shri Kehar Singh, Junior Assistant ,    on behalf of the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 24.04.2014,  addressed to the  Secretary, Animal Husbandry, Fisheries and Dairy Development, Punjab,  Shri Zora Singh              sought various information/documents with regard to the post of Veterinary Inspector alongwith copy of Service Rules. This application was transferred to Director, Animal Husbandry Punjab under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005 by Superintendent Grade-1, Animal Husbandry-2 Branch.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Zora Singh filed a complaint dated 16.07.2014 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on  18.07.2014  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  01.10.2014, which was postponed to 13.10.2014 due to some administrative reasons.

3.

On 13.10.2014, a telephonic message was  received from the complainant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend hearing today due to certain 
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domestic problems. He  further informed that the provided information  was not complete. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. The appellant was  directed to point out deficiencies in the provided information in writing to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
Dr. K.P.S. Pasricha, APIO(HQ), appearing on behalf of the respondent, informed  that complete information as per RTI application of the complainant had  been supplied to him. 
On the request of the appellant, the case was adjourned to 27.11.2014. 
4.

On 27.11.2014,  Dr. K.P.S. Pasricha, APIO(HQ), appearing on behalf of the respondent, informed  the Commission  that complete information as per RTI application of the complainant had  already   been supplied to him and no observations on the provided information had been received from him. 

5.

A telephonic message was  received from the complainant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend the hearing.  He  further informed that the provided information was  incomplete and incorrect. Accordingly, he was directed  to furnish the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the complainant informs that the provided information in still incomplete. Dr. K.P.S. Pasricha, APIO(HQ) , appearing  on behalf of the respondent, asserts that information, available on record, has already been supplied to the complainant. He submits a copy of provided information to the  Commission, which is taken on record.  Consequently, the sought information is discussed in detail point-wise  with  both the parties. After detailed discussion, the complainant expresses satisfaction over the provided information. 
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.  










    Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

Flat No. 606, Chinar Apartment,

Peer Mushalla, Dhakoli, Zirakpur,

District: Mohali.







…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, Y.R.S. Polytechnic College,

Ferozepur Road, Moga – 142001.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1734 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
None is present on behalf of the complainant .

Shri Manjinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of Shri Amitoj Singh Dhaliwal, Counsel for the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated18.04.2014   addressed to the respondent, Shri               Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, sought particulars of students who are getting benefit of Post Matric Scholarship Scheme for SC and OBC and the details of total amount received from the Government alongwith details of any other Fund/Grant/Reimbursement of Fee etc. received from the Government during the academic year 2011-2012, 2012-2013, 2013-2014.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Sardavinder Goyal filed a complaint dated 20.06.2014 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  11.09.2014.
3.

 On 11.09.2014, the complainant stated that no information had been supplied to him. He submitted  a copy of order passed by Shri Parveen Kumar and Shri Satinder Pal Singh, State Information Commissioners  on 23.09.2013 in CC-804/2013 in which  it has been held that Y.R.S. Polytechnic College,Ferozepur Road, Moga is a 
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public authority. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. He was  also directed 

to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of factual position of the case. The case was adjourned 02.12.2014. 
4.

On 02.12.2014 none  was  present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. Accordingly, the respondent PIO was again directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. He was   also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the reasons for delay in the supply of the information, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. 
A copy of the order was forwarded to Director Technical Education, Punjab to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondent seeks adjournment for filing reply in this case, which is granted. 

6.

On the request of Ld. Counsel for the respondent, the case is adjourned to 12.05.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

S/o Shri Ayudhia Parshad,

H.No. 78/8, Park Road, 

New Mandi DHURI, 

District: Sangrur.







…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, Government Brijindra College,

Faridkot.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2386 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan, complainant, in person.
None for the  respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 16.07.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri               Prem Kumar Rattan, sought various information/documents regarding officers/officials who have availed Ex-India Leave for more than 30 days for the last 10 years. 
2.

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

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 26.08.2014 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  02.12.2014.
3.

A letter No. 1109, dated 18.09.2014 was  received from the Principal, Government Brijindra College, Faridkot informing the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide Memo. No. 896, dated 19.08.2014  by registered post. A copy of provided information alongwith copy of Registered Receipt and copy of Delivery Report  has also been enclosed with the above-said letter. 
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4.

On 02.12.2014,  the complainant informed  that no information has been supplied to him so far. Accordingly, the PIO-cum-Principal was  directed to send one more copy of duly attested information to the complainant by registered post. He was  also directed to send his representative on the next date of hearing alongwith a copy of the provided information so that the same could  be handed over to the complainant in the court. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the complainant informs the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to him. He requests that the case may be closed. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









     Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

H./No.78/8,Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, District: Sangrur.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Government College,

Patti, District Tarn Taran.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2432 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan, complainant, in person.


None for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 19-07-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri                Prem Kumar Rattan sought various information/documents regarding the staff of Government College, Patti who have availed Ex-India Leave for more than 30 days during the last 10 years. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Prem Kumar Rattan    filed a complaint dated  Nil

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 29-08-2014      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  04.12.2014.
3.

On 04.12.2014, none was  present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. The respondent PIO  was  directed to supply requisite information 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.

The complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him so 
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far. None is present for the respondent. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, will be initiated against him.
5.

Adjourned to 31.03.2015  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: 24-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

H./No.78/8,Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, District

Sangrur.








…Complainant

Versus


Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Director, Horticulture,

Punjab,  Mohali.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2436 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan, complainant, in person.


None for the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 25-07-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri                Prem Kumar Rattan sought various information/documents regarding the staff, who availed Ex-India Leave for more than 30 days during the last 10 years. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Prem Kumar Rattan    filed a complaint dated  Nil

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 29-08-2014   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  04.12.2014.
3.

On 04.12.2014, none  was present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. The respondent PIO  was  directed to supply requisite information 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.

The complainant informs that provided information is incomplete and he has sent deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the 
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Commission. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to send complete information to the complainant after removing the deficiencies, pointed by him, before the next date of hearing.  
5.

Adjourned to 31.03.2015  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: 24-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sumit Nayyar, Advocate,

14, Dasoundha Singh Road,

Lawrence Road Extension, Amritsar.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab,

7th Floor, Block-E, Punjab School Education Board Complex,

 Sector: 62, Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal Secretary Medical Education & Research,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1140 of 2014   

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

Shri Hardev Singh behalf of the respondents.

Shri Sumit Nayyar, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 01.08.2013, addressed to PIO, office of  Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, SCO No. 87, Sector: 40-C, Chandigarh, sought certain information on 11 points  with regard to medical teachers with non-medical qualifications viz. M.Sc, Phd.  

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 26.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 01.03.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was 

received in the Commission on  03.03.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 20.05.2014.
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3.

On 20.05.2014, the respondent submitted  a letter  No. 8221, dated 19.05.2014 from the PIO of the office of Director,  Research and Medical Education,
Punjab,  to the Commission, which  was  taken on record. Vide the said letter, the 

PIO had sought some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, as the information had to be collected from subordinate offices, which was  granted.  Accordingly, Shri Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, office of Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab,  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 20 days with a copy to the Commission. He was  also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons for the delay in the supply of information to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 05.08.2014.

4.

On 05.08.2014, the appellant stated that mis-leading information had  been supplied to him as the information relating to Dental Colleges had been supplied to him whereas information in respect of medical colleges had been asked for by him. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the correct and to the point  information to the appellant. He was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the present status of the case, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 21.10.2014.

5.

On 21.10.2014, Shri Ashok Kumar, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents,  sought  adjournment of the case stating that their office was  being shifted to a new building.  Viewing the lackadaisical approach being adopted by the PIO in this case, seriously, he was issued  a  show-cause notice to explain reasons,   through a duly sworn affidavit, as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the willful delay being caused in the supply of information in the instant case and also as to why a compensation be not  awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by 
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him in obtaining requisite information.  The PIO  was  also afforded an opportunity 

personal hearing on the next date of hearing, failing which necessary action under the

 provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 22.12.2014. 
6.

On 22.12.2014, despite the issuance of strict directions on the last date of hearing, the PIO was  not present  for submitting reply to the show-cause notice issued to him nor any intimation had  been received from him. Viewing this callous attitude of the PIO seriously, one last opportunity  was  afforded to Shri Hardev Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO to submit reply to show-cause notice issued to him on the last date of hearing, failing which ex-parte action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be taken against him. He was  also directed to supply complete information to the appellant and explain  in person the factual position of the case on the next date of hearing.  A copy of the order was  forwarded to DRME, Punjab to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

Today, the representative of the appellant informs that the provided information is still incomplete.  Shri Hardev Singh, Superintendent, is present.  He submits a letter, which is taken on record. Vide the said letter he has submitted that he was appointed as APIO during leave period of Shri Didar Singh from 14.11.2014 to 31.12.2014. During this period concerned file was never put up to him by Shri Ashok Kumar or Shri Dhiraj Joshi and Shri Didar Singh, Superintendent never  informed  him regarding pendency of this case due to which  he could not   attend hearing on 22.12.2014.  
8.

In view of the facts brought out by Shri Hardev Singh, show-cause notice issued to him is withdrawn.  Now, a show-cause notice is issued to Shri Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO  to explain reasons through a duly sworn affidavit, as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the willful delay  being caused in the supply of information in the 
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instant case and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining requisite information. He is also afforded an opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing before taking any action for imposing penalty. He is also directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. Shri Hardev Singh, Superintendent is also directed to be present on  the next date of hearing.
9.

Adjourned to  11.03.2015 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: 24-02-2015


            State Information Commissioner
CC:
 Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab,

REGISTERD
7th Floor, Block-E, Punjab School Education Board Complex,

 Sector: 62, Mohali.

Shri Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO,

    
    REGISTERED
o/o Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab,

7th Floor, Block-E, Punjab School Education Board Complex,

 Sector: 62, Mohali.

Shri Hardev Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO,
    
    REGISTERED
o/o Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab,

7th Floor, Block-E, Punjab School Education Board Complex,

 Sector: 62, Mohali.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

    SCO 32-33-34(First Floor), SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017  (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohammad Hannif,

C/o Rahiman Dyers, Gopi Padha

Street, Sadar Bazar, Nabha-147201

District Patiala.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Nabha, District:  Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2720 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Mohammad Hannif,  appellant, in person.

Shri Jaswant Singh, SEPO, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Mohammad Hannif, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated   12-05-2014, addressed to APIO-cum-DRO, Patiala,  sought certain information on 6 points regarding action taken on letter dated 17.04.2014 from Gram Panchayat Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar, Block: Nabha for constructing a drainage and action taken by the office of SDM Nabha  on Ednst No. 121-C-3, dated 25.04.2014 alongwith different types of Forms available in the office of SDM Nabha and their price. 

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  30-06-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 29-08-204  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 04-09-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.12.2014.
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3.

On 11.12.2014, the appellant informed  that information had been supplied to him and he was  satisfied except   Point  No. T(1)  which  was  incorrect and incomplete. Accordingly, Shri Gurmail Singh, BDPO Nabha was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case so that the information asked for at Point No. T(1)  could be supplied to the appellant  to his satisfaction. The case was adjourned to  09.01.2015.
4.

On 09.01.2015,  Shri Jaswant Singh, SEPO, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informed  that Shri Gurmail Singh, BDPO, Nabha was  not present  due to ill health of his son. Accordingly, BDPO, Nabha was  directed to supply correct information in respect of Point No. T(1) . He was  also directed to submit  factual position regarding Point No. T(1)  through an affidavit personally on the next date of hearing . The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Shri Jaswant Singh, SEPO, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submits a copy of order No. 198/Elections, dated 12.02.2015 from Returning  Officer-cum-Sub Divisional Magistrate, Nabha vide which Shri Gurmail Singh, BDPO, Nabha has been appointed as Supervisor for Nagar Council Elections. The respondent requests that the case may be adjourned to some other date. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 28.04.2015 at 2.00 P.M.  to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-33-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.





















Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Shri Gurmail Singh,




REGISTERED



Block Development and Panchayat Officer,



Nabha, District: Patiala.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Mohammad Hanif,

C/o Rehman Dyers,

Gopi Padha Street, 

Sadar Bazar, NABHA,

District: Patiala – 147201.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nabha, District: Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2022 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Mohammad Hannif,  appellant, in person.

Shri Jaswant Singh, SEPO, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Mohammad Hanif, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01.04.2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nabha, District: Patiala, sought information regarding grants received and works undertaken  by the Gram Panchayats of Block Nabha, which are under Shri Rampal Singla, Junior Engineer. 

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  07.05.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 11.06.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was 

received in the Commission on 17.06.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 10.09.2014.
3. 

On 10.09.2014, the respondent sought  some more time to supply  the requisite  information to the appellant,  which was   granted.  Accordingly, the PIO was 
Contd……p/2

AC- 2022 of 2014  


-2-  
directed to supply complete point-wise information to the appellant within 30 days  with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 03.12.2014.
4.

On 03.12.2014,  the respondents informed  that complete information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that provided information was  incomplete. Consequently, the status of provided information was  discussed in the court. After discussion it came  to the notice of the Commission that the information sought at Points ‘n’ and ‘J’(2,5,6,) had  not been supplied as yet. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the pending information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 09.01.2015.
5.

On 09.01.2015,  the respondent handed  over remaining information to the appellant in the court. After perusing the information, the appellant informed  that the provided information  was not complete and it had  not been duly attested. Accordingly, the appellant  was  directed to point out deficiencies in the provided information, in writing, to the PIO with a  copy to the Commission. The BDPO Nabha  was  directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant. He was  also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission  of the factual position of the case. The case was adjourned for today. 
6.

Today, Shri Jaswant Singh, SEPO, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submits a copy of order No. 198/Elections, dated 12.02.2015 from Returning  Officer-cum-Sub Divisional Magistrate, Nabha vide which Shri Gurmail Singh, BDPO, Nabha has been appointed as Supervisor for Nagar Council Elections. The respondent requests that the case may be adjourned to some other date. 

7.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 28.04.2015 at 2.00 P.M.  to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-33-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:
Shri Gurmail Singh, 





REGISTERED

Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nabha, District: Patiala.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-33-34(First Floor), SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
Shri Salim Mohammad,

Salim Electronics, Alohran Gate,

NABHA – 147201.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nabha, District: Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1947 of 2014  

Order
Present: 
Shri Mohammad Hannif, on behalf of the   appellant.
Shri Hardip Singh, Panchayat Secretary Nabha,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Salim Mohammad, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 20.03.2014 , addressed to PIO, office of  Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Nabha, District: Patiala, sought copies of certain documents of Gram Panchayat Saluwal, Block: Nabha, District: Patiala regarding grants, resolutions, works, Bus Stand 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   26.04.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  30.05.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 03.06.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 10.09.2014.

3.

On 10.09.2014, the Respondent stated that the complainant had been asked to deposit the document charges to get the information but the complainant had not  deposited the document charges till date. Since the complainant had not been asked to deposit the document charges within stipulated period, the respondent PIO was  directed to provide  the information 
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free of cost.  The respondent sought  some more time to supply  the requisite  information to the 
appellant,  which was   granted. The PIO was directed to supply complete point-wise information to the appellant within 30 days  with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 03.12.2014  for confirmation of compliance of orders.

4.

On 03.12.2014, Shri Hardip Singh, Panchayat Secretary Nabha, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, handed  over the information to the appellant regarding Points No. 1, 3, 4, 5, 10 to the appellant in the court. He further informed that the information regarding Point No. 2 would  be supplied within 20 days and the information regarding Points No. 6,7,8,9 and 11 is not available in their regard. 

5.

Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the information regarding Point No. 2  to the appellant before the next date of hearing. He was  also directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing to the effect that the information asked for at Points No. 6,7,8,9 and 11 is not available in their record. The case was adjourned for to 09.01.2015. 
6.

On 09.01.2015,  the respondent handed over information regarding point No. 2 to the appellant in the court. After perusing the information, the appellant informed  that the information had  not been duly attested and numbered.  He further stated  that as per the directions of the Commission  issued on the last date of hearing, an affidavit in respect of information asked for at Points No. 6,7,8,9 and 11 had  not been submitted by the BDPO so far. Accordingly, the BDPO Nabha  was  directed to 
attest  and number the provided information. He was  also directed to submit an  affidavit on the next date of hearing to the effect that the information asked for at Points No. 6,7,8,9, and 11 is not available in their record.  The case was adjourned for today.
7.

Today, Shri Mohammad Hannif, appearing on behalf of the   appellant, informs the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to appellant. He requests that case may be closed. 
8.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 























Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
