STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
Shri Mahesh Kumar,
C/O Lakshmi Gift Palace,
SBS Road, Near Ashoka Traders,
 Barnala.,








…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Director Small Saving Scheme,
Sangrur.








…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1931 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Mahesh Kumar, complainant, in person.
Shri T.S.Negi, Deputy Director, Small Saving, Sangrur, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 15-03-2013, addressed to the respondent, Shri  Mahesh Kumar sought copy of Log Book of the vehicle used by Shri Mohan Lal Sharma during the period from 13.02.1992 to 28.02.2006 alongwith Agent Number of Shri Vaid Parkash Singla and date of his death. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Mahesh Kumar filed a complaint dated  09-07-2014  with the Commission, which was received in it on 11-07-2014 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  today.

3.

Shri T. S. Negi, Deputy Director, Small Savings, Sangrur, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informs the Commission that the RTI application of the complainant was never received in their office and it was rather returned to him by the Courier Agency due to wrong/short address. He further informs that the requisite information has been prepared on receipt of Hearing Notice from  the Commission and he has brought the information with him. He hands over the information to the complainant in the court today, who expresses his satisfaction. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 



 





Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurpreet Singh,
H.No.3211,Sector 45-D,

Chandigarh.







…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Moga.








…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1366 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Gurpreet Singh, complainant, in person.
Shri Prem Singh, ASI, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 29-03-2014 addressed to the respondent, Shri  Gurpreet Singh  sought following information on 2 points pertaining to FIR No. 179, dated 30.12.2011 registered under Section 498A /IPC at Police Station, City South Moga:-

(i)
Attested copies of Investigation Report No. 2405-C-R/SP(City) Moga dated 05.11.2011 alongwith file noting and Dispatch/Receiving from 01.11.2011 to 31.12.2011.
(ii)
Attested copies of Report No. 3300-PC7/11, dated 27.12.2011 alongwith file notings and Dispatch/Receiving Register from 01.11.2011 to 31.12.2011.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Gurpreet Singh filed a complaint dated  08-05-2014 with the Commission, which was received in it on 08-05-2014  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  17.06.2014 to be heard by Shri B. C. Thakur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
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3.

On 17.06.2014 Shri Sukhdev Singh, ASI, Police Station , City South, 

Moga appeared before the Commission but he could not brief the Commission on any 

of the two  points pertaining to the information sought by the complainant. Accordingly, Shri Gursharan Singh Sandhu, SSP, Moga was directed to file written submissions, present action taken report and to place the  record before the Commission on the next date of hearing  for perusal. The case was adjourned to 24.06.2014.
4.

On 24.06.2014, this case was entrusted to the undersigned and fresh Hearing Notice was issued for today.

5.

Today, the complainant informs the Commission that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. He requests that the case may be closed.

 6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri  Gurpreet Singh,
H.No.3211, Sector 45-D,

Chandigarh..








…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o SHO Police Station,
South City, Moga.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  1182 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Gurpreet Singh, complainant, in person.
Shri Prem Singh, ASI, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 05-03-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri Gurpreet Singh  sought certain information on 5 points  regarding Station House Diary, General Diary and Daily Diary Record/Roznamcha of Police Station, South City, Moga dated 05.10.2012, 06.10.2012 and 08.10.2012 and related other documents.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Gurpreet Singh   filed a complaint dated 15-04-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 15-04-2014  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  03.06.2014 to be heard by Shri B.C. Thakur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. 
3.

On 03.06.2014, Shri Gurpreet Singh, complainant, informed the Commission that no information was supplied to him. Accordingly, the PIO-cum-SHO, Police Station, South City, Moga was directed to appear in the Commission personally on the next date of hearing with written submissions, action taken report and relevant record for its perusal. The case was adjourned to 17.06.2014.
Contd…..p/2
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4.

On 17.06.2014 Shri Sukhdev Singh, ASI, Police Station , City South, 
Moga appeared before the Commission but he could not brief the Commission on any 
of the five points pertaining to the information sought by the complainant. Accordingly, Shri Gursharan Singh Sandhu, SSP, Moga was directed to depute an officer not below the rank of APIO to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing to file written submissions, present action taken report and to produce the record. The case was adjourned to 24.06.2014.
5.

On 24.06.2014, this case was entrusted to the undersigned and fresh Hearing Notice was issued for today.
6.

Today, the complainant informs the Commission that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. He requests that the case may be closed.

 7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Tirath Ram,
V&PO. Dhuleta, Tehsil Phillaur,

District Jalandhar.







…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University,
Patiala.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1956 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Ashish Bansal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 19-02-2014, addressed to the respondent, Shri Tirath Ram  sought particulars  of teaching/non-teaching employees of the University. He has further asked whether relatives of the employees are preferred during recruitment.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Tirath Ram  filed a complaint dated  23-05-2014
with the Commission,  which was received in it on 14-07-2014    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  today.

3.

The information asked for by the complainant is discussed in detail. After discussing the matter at length, it is directed that only the  information asked for at Point No.2 i.e. Policy of the University  on the subject, be provided to the complainant.
4.

Adjourned to 19.11.2014  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Pavitar Singh,
Village Dalanwal, PO-Mandian,

Tehsil Malerkotla,District Sangrur.




…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat
Officer, Block-1, Malerkotla.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1926 of 2014    

Order

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


Vide RTI application dated 05-05-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri Pavitar Singh  sought various information regarding  number of plants, planted by Gram Panchayat Dalanwal and procedure adopted for  their maintenance.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Pavitar Singh  filed a complaint dated  07-07-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  10-07-2014 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  today.

3.

The complainant informs the Commission that no information has been supplied to him so far. None is present on behalf of the respondent nor any intimation has been received from the PIO. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, BDPO, Malerkotla(Block-1) is directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
4.

A copy of the order is forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur to ensure the compliance of the orders.
5.

Adjourned to 10.12.2014  at 2.00 P.M.






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Surjit Singh,
Shoe Maker, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Badungar, Patiala.






…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, Government College
for Girls, Patiala.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.1936 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Surjit Singh, complainant, in person.
Dr. Rajinder Kaur Pasricha, Principal and Dr. Kawaljit Kaur Brar, Associate Professor, Government College for Girls, Patiala., on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 31-05-2014, addressed to the respondent, Shri  Surjit Singh  sought different types of information on 19 points. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Surjit Singh   filed a complaint dated 10-07-2014 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on  11-07-2014    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  today.

3.

Dr. Rajinder Kaur Pasricha, Principal Government College for Girls, Patiala, appearing on behalf of the respondent informs the Commission that the sought information is vague and RTI application has been filed just to harass them. Consequently, the RTI application is discussed in detail and found that the sought information is vague. Accordingly, the complainant is advised to file a fresh application to ask for specific information. 
4.

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









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Surjit Singh,
Shoe Maker, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Badungar, Patiala.






…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, Government College
Girls, Patiala.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.1937 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Surjit Singh, complainant, in person.

Dr. Rajinder Kaur Pasricha, Principal and Dr. Kawaljit Kaur Brar, Associate Professor, Government College for Girls, Patiala., on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 28-03-2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Surjit Singh  sought various information regarding PTA Funds, PTA meetings and duty hours of Chowkidars and leaves granted to them. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Surjit Singh   filed a complaint dated  10-07-2014  with the Commission,  which was received in it on 11-07-2014  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  today.

3.

Dr. Rajinder Kaur Pasricha, Principal Government College for Girls, Patiala, appearing on behalf of the respondent informs the Commission that the sought information is vague and RTI application has been filed just to harass them. Consequently, the RTI application is discussed in detail and found that the sought information is vague. Accordingly, the complainant is advised to file a fresh application to ask for specific information. 
4.

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









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Surjit Singh,
Boot Maker, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Barungar, Patiala.






…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, Government College
Girls, Patiala.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1938 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Surjit Singh, complainant, in person.

Dr. Rajinder Kaur Pasricha, Principal and Dr. Kawaljit Kaur Brar, Associate Professor, Government College for Girls, Patiala., on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated18-02-2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Surjit Singh  sought various information on 10 points regarding former Principals and Chowkidars.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Surjit Singh   filed a complaint dated 10-07-2014  

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 11-07-2014     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  today.

3.

Dr. Rajinder Kaur Pasricha, Principal Government College for Girls, Patiala, appearing on behalf of the respondent informs the Commission that the sought information is vague and RTI application has been filed just to harass them. Consequently, the RTI application is discussed in detail. After discussing the matter at length it is directed that only the information asked for at Point No. 3 be provided to the complainant  as the remaining information is vague.   The respondent assures that this information will be supplied to the complainant.
4.

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





Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri J.N.Bansal,
H.No.1812, Phase-II,

Urban Estate, Patiala.





…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Medical Council,
SCO No.25,Phase I, Mohali.160055.



…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1922 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Mohinder Partap Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 14/22-03-2014,   addressed to the respondent, Shri  J.N.Bansal  sought certain information  and clarification regarding registration of medical certificates. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  J.N.Bansal   filed a complaint dated  4-07-2014
with the Commission,  which was received in it on  09-07-2014    and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.

3.

Shri Mohinder Partap Singh, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informs the Commission that requisite information has been supplied  to the complainant  on 25.08.2014.
4.

The complainant vide letter dated 27.08.2014 has informed the Commission that he is going abroad on 04.09.2014 and will not be able to attend hearing today.
5.

Since the requisite information stands supplied to the appellant,  the case is disposed of closed.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Raj Kumar,

Political Science Department,

DAV College, Jalandhar-144008.





…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Cooperative Societies,

Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Chandigarh.




…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1594 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Sukhdev Kumar, Senior Assistant, office of Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 31-01-2014 addressed to the respondent, Shri Raj Kumar, sought various information/documents on 4 points  in respect of The Wembley’s Cooperative House Building Society Limited, Mohali.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Raj Kumar filed a complaint dated  03-06-2014

with the Commission,  which was received in it on  04-06-2014   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  16.07.2014.
3.

On 16.07.2014, Shri Balwinder Singh Sehra, Counsel for  The Wembley’s Cooperative House Building Society Limited, Mohali stated that the Society is not a  Public Authority under RTI Act, 2005. He further stated that he would  make a detailed written submission with regard to instant case on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
Contd……p/2
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4.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 16.07.2014,  Shri Balwinder Singh Sehra, Counsel for The Wembley’s Cooperative House Building Society Limited, Mohali assured the Commission that he would make a detailed written submission to the effect that the Society is not a Public Authority under RTI Act, 2005 but  he is not present today. Accordingly, one last opportunity is afforded to him in this regard, failing which case will be decided ex-parte.
5.

Adjourned to  10.12.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-



 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 16-07-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri R.C.Verma,
H.No. A-76, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.









…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director  Public Instructions(Colleges),
 Punjab, SCO No. 66-67, Sector:17-D,
Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director  Public Instructions(Colleges),

 Punjab, SCO No. 66-67, Sector:17-D,

Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2255 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri R. C. Verma, appellant, in person.
Shri Gurcharan Singh, Senior Assistant, office of DPI(C), Punjab, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  R.C.Verma,  appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  05-04-2014,       addressed to PIO, office of  o/o Director  Public Instructions(Colleges),  Punjab, 

sought certain information on 4  points regarding five certificates on the basis of which grant-in-aid was issued to Hindu College Amritsar. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  24-05-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated04-07-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  09-07-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 30.09.2014, which was preponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
Contd……p/2
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3.

Today, Shri Gurcharan Singh, Senior Assistant, office of DPI(C), Punjab, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs the Commission that reply has already been sent to the appellant vide Memo. No. 16/11-2010 Grant 2(6), dated 18.06.2014. The appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him. Consequently, the information asked for by the appellant is perused and discussed in detail. After discussing the matter at length, the PIO is directed to supply the information asked for by the appellant at Points No. 3 and 4 only. 
4.

Adjourned to 10.12.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Naseeb Singh,
V&PO Nabipur, Tehsil and

District Fatehgarh Sahib.






…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o District Development & Panchayat
Officer, Fatehgarh Sahib.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Additional Deputy Commissioner,

Development, Fatehgarh Sahib.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2226 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Balkar Singh, Superintendent, office of BDPO, Sirhind, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Naseeb Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03-03-2014,        addressed to PIO, office of District Development & Panchayat Officer, Fatehgarh Sahib.

 sought Action Taken Report on a complaint dated 24.06.2013  filed by him against Shri Inder Ram, Ex-Sarpanch, Shri Kuldip Singh, Secretary and BDPO, Sirhind.
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 12-05-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 04-07-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 08-07-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
Contd……p/2
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3.

A letter dated 24.09.2014 has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he has received the requisite information. He has requested that the case may be closed. 
4.

Shri Balkar Singh, Superintendent, office of BDPO, Sirhind, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, which has been duly received by him. 
5.

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









Sd/-



 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Som Nath,
R/O Jaspal Colony, Gali No.3,

Bouran Gate, Nabha,

District Patiala.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat
Officer, Bhunerheri at Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Development & Panchayat

Officer, Patiala.






    …Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2214 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Som Nath, appellant, in person.
Shri Gurdev Singh, Superintendent, office of BDPO Bhunerheri at Patiala.

Shri  Som Nath   Appellant vide an RTI application dated  15-04-2014     , addressed to PIO, office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Bhunerheri at Patiala, sought Action Taken Report on a complaint against Shri Harjit Gir, Gram Sewak.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  21-05-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 01-07-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 09-07-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Shri Gurdev Singh, Superintendent, office of BDPO Bhunerheri at Patiala, 
Contd……p/2
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appearing on behalf of the appellant, hands over requisite information to the appellant in the court today. The appellant informs the Commission that the information is late by more than 5 months. The respondent explains in detail the reasons for delay and assures in writing that in future due care will be taken to supply the information within stipulated period as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Accordingly, he is warned to be careful in future.
4.

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








Sd/-




 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Darshan Singh Baria,
H.No. 18,Street No. 20-C,

Anand Nagar-B, Patiala.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Punjabi University,
Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Registrar, Punjabi University,

Patiala.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2210 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Darshan Singh Baria, appellant, in person.
Shri B.M.Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Darshan Singh Baria    Appellant vide an RTI application dated  03-04-2014, addressed to PIO, office of Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought certain information on 13  points regarding seniority list of Senior Assistants alongwith appointment/promotion orders of Shri Jagdev Singh, Shri Bahadur Singh, Shri Bhagwan Singh.
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  12-05-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 01-07-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 04-07-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
Contd………p/2
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3.

The respondents informs the Commission that the information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant denies it stating that he has not received the information as yet. Accordingly, Ld. Counsel for the respondents hands over a copy of the information to the appellant. The appellant, after perusing the provided information,  informs that the provided information is incomplete. Thus the information asked for by the appellant is discussed point-wise. After discussing the matter at length, the respondent PIO is directed to supply  the  complete information, asked for at Points No. 2,3,5,6,9,10,12 and 13. 
4.

Adjourned to 10.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-



 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Dinesh Sharma,
H.No. NJ-189A, Lava Mohalla,

Mai Hiran Gate, Jalandhar.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Animal Husbandry,
Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Director, Animal Husbandry,

Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Sector 17,


Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2229 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Dinesh Sharma, appellant, in person.
Shri K.P.S.Pasricha, APIO(HQ), on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Dinesh Sharma,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  17-03-2014 , addressed to PIO, office of Director, Animal Husbandry, Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh,  sought certain information on 11 points regarding Livestock Breeding Policy of State of Punjab.
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  17-04-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 03-06-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  08-07-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

The respondent states most of the information asked for by the appellant is a questionnaire. Then the information asked for is discussed in detail point-wise and found that the main information asked for is the Policy. The respondent informs the Commission that Livestock Breeding Policy of State of Punjab has been supplied to the appellant.
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 








Sd/-




 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Shivraj Singh,
H.No.38-B, Sarabha Nagar,

Bhadson Road, Patiala.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Medical & Research,
Punjab, SCO-87, Sector 40,
Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Director, Ayurveda, SCO-182,

Sector 38-C,Chandigarh.




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2283 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.

Dr. Shivraj Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  15-02-2014    , addressed to PIO, office of Director Medical & Research, Punjab, SCO-87, Sector 40,

Chandigarh, sought attested copies of the record regarding action taken by the Department in the post dated retirement case of Shri Jai Bharti, Lecturer, Yoga at Government Ayurvedic College Patiala.
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 18-04-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 16-06-2014    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-07-2014    and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

A letter dated 30.08.2014 has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he does not want to proceed further in this case as he has received the requisite information. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.



 





Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Harpal Singh Dua,
H.No.3572, New Tagore Nagar,

Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana-141001.




…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o District Development & Panchayat
Officer, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2281 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Harpal Singh, appellant, in person.
Shri Sarabjit Singh, DDPO, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Harpal Singh Dua, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  24-04-2014 , addressed to PIO, office of District Development & Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana, 
 sought certified copies of the Lok Sabha Election List 2014 containing the names of Ms. Ramandeep Kaur, Ms. Gurpreet Kaur, Shri Navjot Singh Mangat, Ms. Ranjit Kaur, Shri Sumel ,Ms. Kirandeep Kaur Kalra and Ms. Kavita Khosla alongwith copies of voter registration forms and proofs attached with the application forms and names of the officers who filled/certified the voter registration forms.
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  11-06-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  12-07-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI 
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Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-07-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Shri Sarabjit Singh, DDPO, Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the respondents, hands over complete information to the appellant in the court today. After perusing the provided information, the appellant expresses his satisfaction and requests that the case may be closed.

 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 








Sd/-




 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:24-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
