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 Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO and Shri Dheeraj, Senior Assistant,  on  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.

3.

On 20.05.2014, the respondent submitted  a letter  No. 8221, dated 
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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 

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
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 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 to 24.02.2015.

7.

On 24.02.2015,  the representative of the appellant informed  that the provided information was  still incomplete.  Shri Hardev Singh, Superintendent, was  present.  He submitted  a letter, which was  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 was  withdrawn and consequently,  a show-cause notice  was  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 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  was  also afforded an opportunity of personal hearing on the 
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next date of hearing before taking any action for imposing penalty. He  was  also directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. Shri Hardev Singh, Superintendent  was  also directed to be present on  the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 11.03.2015.
9.

On 11.03.2015,  Shri  Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, informed  that the information in respect of Medical College, Patiala had  been supplied to the appellant and assured  that  the information in respect of Medical College  Amritsar  would be supplied as and when it  was  received.  He further informed  that deficiencies pointed out by the appellant had   been received only yesterday. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply remaining information to the appellant and the appellant  was  directed to submit his observations, if any, on the information provided to him.   

10.

The appellant informed  that the information in respect of Medical College, Amritsar was  still  incomplete and the information had  been delayed for about 600 days . He submitted  that   action for imposing penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information under Section 20 of RTI Act, 2005  might  be taken   and he might  be compensated suitably for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining information in  the instant case.  

11.

Shri Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO submitted   a reply, through an affidavit,  to the Show-Cause Notice  issued to him , for the delay in the supply of information. Vide  the affidavit he has submitted that delay in the supply of information has occurred as the information was to be obtained from Medical College Patiala and Medical College Amritsar and correspondence was made with them regularly.  Besides, he remained on leave from 09.11.2014 to 31.12.2014 on account of marriage of his daughter  and  consequently could not attend hearing on 23.12.2014.  He also explained the reasons for delay in detail personally in the court. He submitted  that information had not been delayed intentionally. 

12.

After hearing both the parties and  going through the affidavit, submitted by the PIO, I arrived  at the conclusion that the information had not been delayed 
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intentionally as no malafide was  proved. Rather the delay  was  just procedural as the information was to be procured from Medical College,  Patiala and Medical College, Amritsar. Therefore, action for imposing penalty upon the PIO  was   not considered appropriate in the circumstances of the case. 

13.

In this case,   the  information had  been delayed for about 600 days and the appellant had  attended 7 hearings in the Commission while travelling from Amritsar to Chandigarh and back.  In view of the loss and detriment suffered by the appellant during this long period, I found  full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005, a compensation of Rs. 3500/-(Rupees three thousand five hundred only) was awarded to Shri Sumit Nayyar, appellant, to be paid by the Public Authority through a Bank Draft within 10 days. The case was adjourned for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.
14.

Today, Shri Krishan Kumar Nayyar, appearing on behalf  of the appellant, confirms that he has received requisite information. He asserts that false affidavit has been submitted by the PIO  and  reiterates that penalty may be imposed upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information. After hearing both the parties and going through the facts placed on record, no action for imposing penalty upon the PIO is considered appropriate. 
15.

The PIO informs that the orders of the Commission were received only yesterday. He assures that  compensation of Rs. 3500/- will be sent to the appellant within two days through Bank Draft. 
16.

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









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015


            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Balkar Singh,

R/O Village: Mammu Khera,

District: Fazilka.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Arniwala Sekh Suban, District: Fazilka.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,


Fazilka.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2669 of 2013     

Order

Present: 
Shri Balkar Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Guljeet Singh, Tax Collector, office of BDPO, Abohar, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri Balkar Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 16.07.2013,  addressed to PIO, office of BDPO, Arniwala  Shekh Subhan, sought certain information on  11 points with regard to grants received, resolutions passed and different works got done by  Gram Panchayat Mamu-khera.

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   24.09.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide 

application  dated 02.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 

which was received in the Commission on 09.12.2013  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.02.2014.
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3.

On 26.02.2014, the appellant stated  that some information had been 

provided to him, which was  incomplete, false and contradictory. Shri Prabhdeep Singh, 

B.D.P.O. who was  present, sought  some more time to supply the complete information to the appellant as he was  new to the post and had acute shortage of staff, which was  granted.  The B.D.P.O. was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing i.e. 07.05.2014.

4.

On 07.05.2014,  the respondent handed over information to the  appellant in the court. The appellant sought  some more time to study the provided information . The appellant  was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO under intimation to the Commission. 
Shri Prabhdeep Singh, B.D.P.O., Arniwala Sekh Suban, stated that the requisite information actually  related to Block: Abohar.  Therefore, the BDPO Abohar  was directed to transfer the relevant record relating to the instant  case to the BDPO, Arniwala Sekh Suban so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for 24.06.2014.

5.

On 24.06.2014,  the appellant stated that  the information had been supplied to him twice and both the documents were contradictory. More-over, the 

provided information  was  incorrect and incomplete. Accordingly, Shri Prabhdeep Singh, B.D.P.O., Arniwala Sekh Suiban was  directed to supply correct and complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. He  was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the actual status of the case and the reasons for supplying two contradictory documents. 
A copy each of the order  was  forwarded to Deputy Commissioner, Fazilka and District Development and Panchayat Officer, Fazilka to ensure that complete information was  supplied to the 

appellant before the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned to 06.08.2014.

6.

On 06.08.2014,  the respondent informed the Commission  that the information had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that the 
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information provided in respect of points No. 5 and 11  was  still  incomplete. 

Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days with a copy  to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 30.10.2014. 

7.

On 30.10.2014, the appellant informed  that complete information in respect of Points No. 5 and 11 had  not been supplied to him as yet.  Shri Guljeet Singh, Tax Collector, office of BDPO, Abohar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, handed  over information to the appellant. After perusing the information, the appellant informed  that the information  was  still not complete. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to point out deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. One last opportunity was  afforded to the  PIO to supply complete information  to the appellant after removing the deficiencies, which would be pointed out  by the appellant,  failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 06.01.2015.

8.

On 06.01.2015, the respondent informed  that deficiencies in the provided information had  not been furnished to them by the appellant. Accordingly, the appellant handed  over a list of deficiencies in the provided information to the respondent. The respondent was  directed to supply the remaining information in the light of the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission.
 The case was adjourned to 04.03.2015.
9.

On 04.03.2015,  the respondent handed  over information regarding Points No. 5 and 11 to the appellant after removing  the deficiencies pointed out by him. The appellant did  not express full satisfaction. The respondent  asserted  that information, available on record, had  been supplied 
 to the appellant.  Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to submit an affidavit to the effect that complete information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI applicable is available  with them. 

10.

The appellant submitted  that  the document charges amounting to Rs. 2230/- deposited by him   might  be got  refunded to him as the information had been
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provided  late. He further submitted  that he had  suffered a lot in obtaining information in the instant case and requested  that a suitable compensation might  be awarded to him.

11.

After hearing both the parties and in view of the facts that the information had  been supplied after about 20 months and the appellant had  attended 7 hearings in the Commission while travelling from District Fazilka to Chandigarh and back, it was directed that Rs. 2230/- deposited by the appellant as document charges be refunded to the appellant. Besides, in view of the loss and detriment suffered by the appellant during this long period of 20 months, I found  full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005, a compensation of Rs. 3000/-(Rupees three thousand only) was  awarded to Shri Balkar Singh, appellant, to be paid by the Public Authority  through a Bank Draft within 20 days. The case was adjourned for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.
12.

Shri Guljeet Singh, Tax Collector, office of BDPO, Abohar, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs that as per the directions of the Commission Rs. 2230/- have been refunded to the appellant and compensation of Rs. 3000/- has been paid to him. He assures that an affidavit to the effect that information available on record has been provided  to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available in their record, will be handed over to the appellant within two days.  
13

Since the orders of the Commission have been complied with, the case is  disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-




Chandigarh




   
    (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Avtar Singh,

House No. 524, Street No. 2 (L),

Chahal Road, Green Avenue,

FARIDKOT..








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector:17, CHANDIGARH.



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2853 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Dr. Avtar Singh,  complainant, in person.
None for  the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 04.07.2014,   addressed to the respondent, Dr. Avtar Singh  sought photo copy of his ACR for the year 2013-14  written by Deputy Director, Feroepur, when he was Incharge, Civil Veterinary Hospital, Butewala, Ferozepur.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Dr. Avtar Singh  filed a complaint dated 04.10.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  07.10.2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  15.01.2015.
3.

On 15.01.2015, Dr. K.P.S. Pasricha, APIO,  appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the complainant vide Memo. No. RTI. 1/158/14/594 dated 13.11.2014. He submitted  a copy of the provided information to the Commission, which  was  taken on record. The complainant was  directed to send his observations,  if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the appellant informs the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to him to  his satisfaction but it is late by 4 months. 
5.

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







Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Avtar Singh,

House No. 524, Street No. 2 (L),

Chahal Road, Green Avenue,

FARIDKOT.








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector:17, CHANDIGARH.



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2854 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Dr. Avtar Singh,  complainant, in person. 
None for the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 09.08.2014,   addressed to the respondent, Dr. Avtar Singh  sought photo copy of Inquiry Report in respect of an inquiry conducted by  Dr. V. K. Jindal, Deputy Director on a complaint against  the complainant,  who submitted his report to the Director Animal Husbandry in April, 2014. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Dr. Avtar Singh  filed a complaint dated 04.10.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  07.10.2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  15.01.2015.
3.

On 15.01.2015, Dr. K.P.S. Pasricha, APIO,  appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informed  that the complainant had  been informed  vide Memo. No. RTI. 1/140/14/553 dated 14.10.2014 that Inquiry Report had  not been received in the Branch as yet.  He further informed  that the case had  been submitted in the office of Financial Commissioner, Animal Husbandry, Punjab. He assured  that as and when the case was  received back, requisite information would  be supplied to the complainant. 
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A copy of the order  was  forwarded to Financial Commissioner, Animal Husbandry, Punjab, Chandigarh to ensure that requisite information was supplied to the complainant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

The complainant informs that the information has not been supplied to him as yet. The PIO is directed that as and when the case is received back from the office of Financial Commissioner Animal Husbandry, copy of Inquiry Report be supplied to the complainant, under intimation to the Commission. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurtej Singh,

Village: Bhatiwal Khurd,

Tehsil & District: Sangrur.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Bhawanigarh, District: Sangrur.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1504 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Gurtej Singh, complainant in person  and Shri Harjit Singh, on behalf of the complainant.

 Shri Ekam Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 27.01.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri               Gurtej Singh, sought detailed information  on 8 points in respect of all the works undertaken by Gram Panchayat Bhatiwal Khurd.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Gurtej Singh filed a complaint dated 15.05.2014 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 23.05.2014 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  27.08.2014.

3.

On 27.08.2014, the respondent stated  that a huge and voluminous information had  been sought by the complainant. He requested  that the  complainant might  be asked to seek specific information. Accordingly, the complainant was  directed to inspect the record  and identify the specific documents required by him. The BDPO-cum-PIO was  directed to get the record inspected by the complainant in his own presence and provide the documents identified by the complainant after the inspection
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 of the record. The case was adjourned to 13.11.2014.
4.

On 13.11.2014,  Shri Ekam Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informed  the Commission that as per the directions of the 

Commission issued on the last date of hearing, the complainant did not turn up for inspection of record and therefore information could not be supplied to him.  The complainant was  once again directed to inspect the record on a mutually agreed date i.e. 20.11.2014 and  identify the documents required by him. The  PIO was directed to supply the identified documents to the complainant on the spot on receiving the prescribed charges. The case was adjourned to 29.01.2015.
5.

On 29.01.2015,  the respondent informed  the Commission that RTI application was received from the complainant on 27.01.2014 and he was asked to deposit Rs. 3648/- as document charges  on 03.02.2014 so that requisite information could be supplied to him. Shri Harjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the complainant, requested  that requisite information might  be supplied to the complainant in a Floppy. The respondent stated  that the complete record was  not available on-line and therefore the same could not  be provided in a Floppy. He assured  that on depositing the document charges, requisite information would be supplied to the complainant. 

6.

The representative of the complainant submitted  that the complainant belonged  to BPL(Below Poverty Line) category and he stands   exempted from any fee under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. He asserted  that the complainant may be provided information free of cost. 

7.

After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, Shri Gurtej Singh, complainant,  was  directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing to explain the public interest involved in seeking such a huge and voluminous information. He  was  also advised to ask for some specific information required by him under Section 7(9)  of RTI Act, 2005 as the Public Authority would  have to divert its resources to supply such a voluminous information. The case was adjourned for today. 
8.

Today, the respondent informs that since the complainant has not asked 
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for specific information as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing  nor he has deposited document charges, the information has not been supplied to him. Shri Harjit Singh, appearing  on behalf of the complainant, pleads that the information may be supplied to the complainant free of cost as he belong to BPL Category. It is made clear to the complainant that under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, document charges are not exempted to the persons belonging to BPL Category. He is again advised to obtain  the  information from the PIO after depositing necessary document charges.
9.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)
Date: 25-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market

Mission Road, Pathankot







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Excise & Taxation Officer,
Information Collection Centre,

Lalru District SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation
 
Commissioner, Sector 68, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 25 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Hukam Chand Bansal and Shri Karam Giri, Excise and Taxation Inspectors, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Yogesh Mahajan,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  22-11-2013,  addressed to PIO, sought copy of cases of penalty imposed to defaulter and month-wise detail of revenue earned at the Barrier from 01.04.2013 to 22.11.2013.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 18-07-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   17-11-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

The respondent brings to the notice of the Commission that same information was sought by the appellant in AC-1664 of 2014 which was heard by Shri Satinder Pal Singh, State Information Commission, Punjab. He further informs that the information was supplied and the case was disposed of on 02.07.2014. The respondent submits a copy of provided information, which is taken on record. The respondent is directed to send one more copy of information to the appellant. 
4.

Accordingly, the instant case is also disposed of and closed. 










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjeev  Thakur,

Village and Post Office: MADHOPUR,

District: Pathankot.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner

Mobile Wing,Tishal Pura (Amritsar ).
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o  Deputy Excise & Taxation

 Commissioner, Amritsar.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 18 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.



Shri  Sanjeev Thakur,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19-06-2014,   addressed to PIO, sought list of all the AETC and ETO and Inspector posted at mobile wing, date of their joining and name of their Home Districts alongwith attested copy of Disposal Registers of all the E.T.Os. 
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  13-08-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   15-12--2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

A  letter has been received from Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Pathankot informing that notice in this case has been inadvertently issued to him. Therefore fresh notice be issued to Shri Sanjeev Thakur for 04.06.2015 at 2.00 P.M. However, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before 04.06.2015.
 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market

Mission Road, Pathankot







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Commissioner Excise & Taxation Punjab,

Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Commissioner Assistant Excise & Taxation


Patiala.







…Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 23 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Smt. Veena Rani, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Yogesh Mahajan Appellant vide an RTI application dated  02-06-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 4 points, regarding Rules under which penalty can be imposed by the R.T.O.
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 11-07-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   17-11-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

The respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. She submits a copy of provided information, which is taken on record. The appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission.
4.

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








 

Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sat Pal S/o Chhaju Ram,

Village-Dhira,  District Pathankot.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Education Officer (S), Pathankot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer (S), Pathankot.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  77 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Sat Pal,  Appellant, in person.
None for the respondents.


Shri  Sat Pal Appellant vide an RTI application dated   18-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 5 points regarding preparation of Senior List of C & V Cadre. 
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  27-10-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   15-12--2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 19-12-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the appellant informs that the provided information is still incomplete. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. He is also directed to explain the reasons for delay personally on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  will be initiated against him.
4.

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









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sat Pal S/o Chhaju Ram,

Village-Dhira District Pathankot.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Education Officer (E),

Pathankot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer (E),


Pathankot.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  75 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Sat Pal,  Appellant, in person.
None   on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Sat Pal Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 10  points regarding grants given under Sarv Sikhiya Abhiyan .
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  20-10-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   15-12--2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 17-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the appellant informs that he deposited Rs. 484/- as document charges against which information running into 110 pages in respect of Points No. 1 and 2 has been supplied to him, which is incorrect. The information regarding remaining 8 
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 points has not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. He is also directed to explain the reasons for delay personally on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  will be initiated against him.
4.

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









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
5.

After the hearing is over, Shri Pardeep Kumar, District Resource Person(DRP) Civil Works,  appears before the Commission  on behalf of the respondents. He explains that he has got late due to ill health. He is informed of the proceedings taken place during hearing of the case. He informs that he has brought the information for handing over the same to the appellant. Accordingly, he is  directed to send the information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant is directed to send  his observation on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The respondent  is informed that the case has been adjourned to 04.06.2015 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswant  Singh Preet,

Clinic Mehta Chowk,

District Amritsar.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Education Officer (S E),

         Gurdaspur.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o  Circle Education Officer (S),


Jalandhar Division.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  63 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Ramesh Chander, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Jaswant Singh Preet  Appellant vide an RTI application dated   08-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 2 points in respect of Smt. Lakhwinder Kaur, Teacher. 
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  15-10-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   15-12--2014    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

A letter dated 18.03.2015 has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health. He has further informed that requisite information has not been supplied to him as yet. 
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4.

The respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. nwbk-2015(n2)$18158-60,  fwsh 13-02-2015. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send one more copy of information to the appellant and the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on  the provided information to the PIO with  a copy to the Commission.
5.

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









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Desh Raj Singh,
H.No.408/8, Ward No.8,

Opposite Friends Marriage Palace,

Keharwali, Dasuya District Hoshiarpur.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Education Officer (S ),

        Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o   Director Public Instructions,

Punjab,(S), Sector 62, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 70 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Darshan Singh, Deputy D.E.O.(SE)-cum-PIO and Sri Dalwinder Kumar, Senior Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Desh Raj Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated  14-08-2014, addressed to PIO, sought Diary and Despatch numbes of certain letters relating to pension case and arrears of A.C.P.
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  07-10-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   17-12--2014    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 17-12-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

The respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the 
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appellant, which has been duly received by him. He submits Memo. No. PIO/2015/892, dated 24.03.2015 alongwith a copy of provided information and a copy of  letter  from the appellant informing that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

4.

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









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Avinash Kumar Goyal,

Advocate, H.No.462,Phase I,

Model Town, Bthinda.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o   Improvement Trust,
Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o  Improvement Trust,


Bathinda.


.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 83 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer and Shri Gagandeep Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri   Avinash Kumar Goyal Appellant vide an RTI application dated   18-07-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 3 points regarding functioning of Trustees for passing Resolution of Improvement Trust. 

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  25-08-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   15-12--2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 17-12-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

A letter dated 24.03.2015  has been received from the appellant through
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 e-mail informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing due to ill health. He has further informed that he has not received written reply from the respondents. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
4.

The respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any,  on the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
5.

Adjourned to  03.06.2015  at 2.00 P.M. in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh,

Village Lohgarh,PO- Tanda Ram Sahai,

Tehsil Mukerian, District Hoshiarpur.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o   Director Rural Development &

Panchayats,Vikas Bhawan,Sector 62

SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o   Director Rural Development &


Panchayats,Sector 62, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  64 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Ms. Manjit Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Jaswant Singh Preet  Appellant vide an RTI application dated   29-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought attested copies of noting pages regarding his  Pension Case.
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 10-11--2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 11-12--2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

A letter dated 24.03.2015 has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him as yet. 
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4.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant by registered post on 08.12.2014 and 16.12.2014. Accordingly, she is directed to send one more  copy of provided information to the appellant and the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
5.

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









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shamsher Singh,

Village Chhoti Ran,PO-Ranbirpura,

Tehsil &  District Patiala.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Tehsildar, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o   Sub Divisional Magistrate,


Patiala.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.   57 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Smt. Daljit Kaur, Junior Assistant and Smt. Jasvir Kaur, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.  



Shri   Shamsher Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated   16-07-2013, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 9 points in respect of Khasra Nos. 3, 635/13, 634/6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12 and 727/79. 

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  02-09-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   13-12--2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

The respondent informs the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, which has been duly received by him. A letter from the appellant dated 20.03.2015 has been received confirming that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Makhan Singh,

Village Beeka,PO-Khankhanna,
District Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Development & 
Panchayat Officer,Shaheed Bhagat

Singh Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o   Director Rural Development &


Panchayats, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  55 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Makhan Singh,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Rajesh Chadha, BDPO Banga, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Makhan Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated   11-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 6 points regarding various works executed in the District. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  20-10-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   16-12--2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16-12-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

The respondent informs that the sought information is vague and the inquiry in the matter is being conducted. After discussing the matter at length, the appellant is directed to ask for specific information point-wise and the PIO is directed to supply the sought information within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission.
4.

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









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-03-2015


             State Information Commissioner
