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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1175 of 2013 

Sh. Jagdish Kumar Jindal

S/o Sh. Kulwant Rai, 

R/o Backside Kissan Cold Store,

S.B.S. College Road, Kotakpura,

Distt. Faridkot-151204

Mobile No. 94630-57563




    ……………………….Appellant
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o State Consumer Disputes Redressal 

Commission, Punjab, Dakshin Marg, Sector-37-A, Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o State Consumer Disputes Redressal 

Commission, Punjab, Dakshin Marg, 

Sector-37-A,  Chandigarh.

        


       …………Respondents
 Present:   
Sh.  Jagdish Kumar Jindal appellant in person (94630-57563).
For the respondent:  Sh. Kulwinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO office of State Consumer Disputes Redressed Commission, Punjab.
ORDER

1.
Arguments of Both the parties are heard. The case is reserved for pronouncement.  
2.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 
 
      Sd/- 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 25.09.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1741 of 2013 

Sh. Gian Chand Chopra, 
R/o 834, Street No.8,
Guru Nanak Nagar, Near Gurbax Colony,

Patiala, Mob:-9888063184.



       …………………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjabi University, 
Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Punjabi University, 

Patiala.






           ………Respondents
Present:   
Sh. Gian Chand Chopra appellant in person represented by
Sh.  Anil Kumar Ummat, Advocate (9888063184). 

Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent (9814105515).
ORDER

1. The ld. counsel for the appellant states that though the information has been provided but there is deficiency in it and PIO may be directed to remove the deficiency. He  further clarifies that the agenda note for concerned meeting of University Syndicate and office noting in regard to that should be provided by the PIO. 
2. The ld. counsel for the respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. 4726/S-II/177-13/RTI Cell dated 24.09.2013. He further states that the deficiency pointed out by the appellant shall be removed before the next date of hearing.
3. The respondent PIO is directed to remove the deficiency within three weeks. The matter to come up for further hearing on 29.10.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
    


  Sd/-
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 25.09.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
      Appeal Case No. 1765 of 2013 (i)
Date of decision 25.09.2013

Sh. Hargopal Singh Madan, 
R/o 267, Phase 3B-(i), Sector-60,
Mohali-160059.





       …………………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Guru Angad Dev Veterinary & Animal Sciences University,
Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Guru Angad Dev Veterinary & Animal Sciences University,

Ludhiana.






           ………Respondents
Present:   
Sh.  Gian Chand Chopra appellant in person. (9888063184)

For the respondent:  Sh. P.D 
ORDER

1. The RTI application of the appellant is dated 12.04.2013. The appellant has sought information on two points relating to service record of Dr. Charanbir Singh Ahuja, Assistant Professor Department of Veterinary Physiology from the PIO office of Sri Guru Angad Dev Veteriinary & Animal Science University, Ludhiana. First, the photocopies of the nominations made by him since 12.11.1998 till date of the application. Second, the information, if any, given by him to his employer regarding his second marriage alongwith photocopy of the application submitted by him in this regard.  On not satisfied with the reply of the PIO, first appeal was filed by the appellant with First Appellate Authority on 28.06.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 12.08.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 
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2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.09.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant states that though the requisite information as available on the record of the PIO has been provided to him but he is not satisfied because his purpose of filing this RTI is not fulfilled. He further elaborates that his daughter was married to Dr. Charanbir Singh Ahuja and she died living behind a five years old daughter who is now fourteen years old and is being looked after by the appellant as her guardian. His grand daughter is eligible for the family pension on behalf of his deceased daughter for which the office of Accountant General is demanding the proof of second marriage of Dr. Charanbir Singh Ahuja or the nominations made by him.  He further pleads that he as an old man and he wants to ensure that his young grand daughter should have certain means of sustenance by way of family pension of his deceased daughter. In the end, he requests that the PIO may be directed to seek the proof of second marriage as well as nomination thereof from Dr. Charanbir Singh Ahuja and provide him the needed documents in order to get family pension sanctioned in the name of his grand daughter.

4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed in the Commission and copy thereof has been provided to the appellant. He further states that the reply contains all the facts of the case. He clarifies that the complete information as available on the record of the PIO has been provided to the appellant. He further points out that the personal record of Dr. Charanbir Singh Ahuja has been brought to the Commission in original and appellant may examine it again and 
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obtain any other document available thereon if it serves his objective. In the end, he submits that the PIO can provide the information only if it is available on the record and that only such information can be provided to the information seeker which exists on record.  
5. After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file, it is ascertained that the requisite information as available on record of the PIO has been provided to the appellant by the former. The appellant also affirms that he has received the information as available on record of the PIO. As far seeking proof of second marriage or nomination thereof from Dr. Charanbir Singh Ahuja, as it is not available on record,  the matter is outside the scope of RTI Act.  However, the appellant is advised to submit his request in writing to the Vice Chancellor of the University bringing facts of the case to the knowledge of the latter, if he so desires. In view of aforementioned the instant appeal case is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 
 
      Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 25.09.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1765 of 2013 (ii)
Sh. Hargopal Singh Madan, 

R/o 267, Phase 3B-(i), Sector-60,

Mohali-160059.





       …………………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Guru Angad Dev Veterinary & Animal Sciences University,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Guru Angad Dev Veterinary & Animal Sciences University,

Ludhiana.






           ………Respondents
ORDER


The above appeal case was heard on 25.09.2013. After hearing both the parties it was disposed of. But inadvertently, the presence of both the parties was not mentioned correctly. A typographical mistake has occurred which necessitates correction and hence this corrigendum order. The presence on the date of hearing i.e. on 25.09.2013 be read as under:-

  Present:
 Sh.  Hargopal Singh Madan appellant in person. 

 For the respondent:  Sh. P.D. Mahajan, APIO and Sh. Balbir Singh, Assistant Registrar office of Registrar, Guru Angad Dev Veterinary & Animal Sciences University, Ludhiana.

Instead of

Present:
 Sh.  Gian Chand Chopra appellant in person. (9888063184)

 For the respondent:  Sh. P.D 

The rest of the order shall remain same.

This be communicated to both the parties by registered post and also posted on the website (www.infocommpunjab.com) of the Commission. 


Sd/- 

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:15.10.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1771 of 2013
Sh. Ashwani Kumar, 
R/o Preet Nagar, 

Back Side Radha Swami Satsang Bhawan
Near Civil Hospital, Samana.



       …………………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjabi University,
Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.





    
       ………Respondents
Present:   
Sh.  Ashwani Kumar appellant in person. 

For the respondent:  Sh. B.M. Singh, Advocate.
ORDER

1.
The appellant states that he be provided information pertaining to the Panjabi University, Patiala Senior Sr. School, Patiala. 

2.
The ld. counsel for the respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been given by the PIO vide letter dated 18.09.2013 and copy thereof has been given to the appellant in the Commission today itself. The ld. counsel agrees that the information sought about aforementioned school shall be provided by the PIO. 
3.
The PIO office of Panjabi University, Patiala is directed to provide the information qua Punjabi University Senior Sr. Model School, Patiala listed at serial no.12 of appellant’s letter dated 17.04.2013.  The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 28.10.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
Cont….p2

Appeal Case No. 1771 of 2013
4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/- 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 25.09.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2433 of 2013
Date of decision 25.09.2013 

Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala)

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, R/o Kothi No. 306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala, 

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala

PIN-148101, Mob-9855151985.



…………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Registrar,

Barnala.

 




………..……………Respondent
Present:
None present. 

ORDER


1.
Vide his RTI application dated 14.03.2013, the information seeker has sought information from the PIO office of Sub-Registrar, Barnala regarding the deficiency of stamp duty pointed out by audit parties. On not getting the information he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 29.04.2013 and then complaint/second appeal in the Commission on 04.07.2013.
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 21.08.2013 in the Commission.

3. The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. However, a letter has been received from him in the Commission at diary no. 19661 dated 19.08.2013 that he is unable to attend the hearing.  
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4.
The reply from the respondent has been received in the Commission vide diary no. 21512 dated 18-09-2013, copy of which has been endorsed to the complainant, stating therein that the requisite  information pertains to third party. It has also been mentioned that the Sale Deeds registered in the Office of Sub-Registrar, are such documents which relate to third party information which has no public interest. Section 8(1) (e) of the RTI Act provides that third party information cannot be given. It is also mentioned therein that the first appeal of the appellant has already been dismissed by the First Appellate Authority-cum-Deputy Commissioner vide order No.92/Appeal/RTI dated      18-06-2013. It has also been mentioned therein that the complainant has already been intimated by the PIO vide letter No.102/RTI dt.03-04-2013. In the end, it has been requested that the case may be disposed of. 


5.
 After going through the record available on file it is ascertained that on the RTI application dated 14.03.2013 the reply was sent by the PIO to the appellant vide letter dated 03.04.2013. It is further revealed that the appellant has filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority office of Deputy Commissioner, Barnala on 29.04.2013 and the FAA decided the same on 18.06.2013 and intimation thereon was provided to him vide endorsement dated 01.07.2013. I agree with the contention of the PIO as well as First Appellate Authority that while the recovery of deficiency of stamp duty is in process  the information cannot be provided. The complaint/second appeal filed by the information seeker is devoid of merit. In view of aforementioned, the instant case is hereby closed and disposed of.
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6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

   








   Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 25.09.2013

 
        

State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2474 , 2475 and 2476 of 2013
Date of decision 25.09.2013 

Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala)

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, R/o Kothi No. 306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala, 

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala

PIN-148101, Mob-9855151985.



…………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Barnala.

 




………..……………Respondent
Present:
None present. 

ORDER


1.
The RTI applications in these three complaint cases are dated 30.04.2013. The information seeker has sought similar information vide these RTI applications from the PIO office of Tehsildar, Barnala regarding action taken on the application dated 03.04.2013 pertaining to Girdawari of village Cheema. On not satisfied with the information provided by the PIO he filed these complaints in the Commission on 09.07.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 21.08.2013 in the Commission.

3. The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. However, a letter has been received from him in the Commission at diary no. 19661 dated 19.08.2013 that he is unable to attend the hearing.  

Cont…p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2474 , 2475 and 2476 of 2013

4.
The reply from the respondent has been received in the Commission vide diary no. 21513 dated 18-09-2013, copy of which has been endorsed to the complainant, stating therein that the subject matters of these three applications being same the PIO clubbed them and has already sent the reply vide letter no. 130RTI dated 03.05.2013. The contentions of the respondent is that these RTI applications were of interrogatory nature and therefore the reply of questions is not connected with any public purpose. The respondent has also mentioned therein that the complaints of the information seeker are not in accordance with RTI Act and that he has filed complaint in the Commission without resorting to provision of availing appeal with the First Appellate Authority. In the end, it has been requested that the case may be disposed of. 


5.
 After going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the three RTI applications of the complainant are dated 30.04.2013 and the subject matter of these applications being similar, the PIO has sent the reply to the complainant vide  letter dated 03.05.2013. I agree with the contention of the PIO that the complainant should have filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority of the concerned Public Authority if he was not satisfied with the reply of the PIO. The complaints filed by the information seeker are devoid of merit. In view of aforementioned, the instant complaint cases are hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be placed on each Complaint Case no. 2474, 2475 and 2476 of 2013 and also sent to the parties. 

      








Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 25.09.2013

 
        

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2804 of 2013
Date of decision 25.09.2013 

Shradha 
C/o Sh. Pratap Singh,

Rajput House, VPO-Santokhgarh,
District-UNA (HP).





…………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Technical University,

Kapurthala Highway, Jalandhar,

Punjab-144601.





………..……………Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant.


Sh. Rajinder Dogra, PIO office of PTU, Jalandhar.

ORDER


1.
The RTI application of the complainant is dated 24.06.2013.The information seeker has sought information from the PIO office of Punjab Technical University regarding the rules as to for how many years the affiliated institutes of the PTU are required to maintain the admission record of students. On not satisfied with the response of the PIO she filed complaint with the State Information Commission on 29.07.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 25.09.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from her about reason of absence.
Cont…p2
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2804 of 2013

4. The respondent PIO files reply to the Notice of the Commission stating therein that the rules and regulation to maintain admission record of admitted students in University Colleges are under process and that after finalization,  the same shall be published on the University website i.e.www.ptu.ac.in. In addition, he states that the information seeker has already been intimated accordingly vide letter no. PTU.RTI/N/1550 dated 12.07.2013. In the end, it has been requested that the case may be disposed of. 


5.
 After hearing the respondent PIO and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that on the RTI application dated 24.06.2013 the reply was sent by the PIO to the complainant vide letter dated 12.07.2013. The action taken by the PIO in this case is in consonance with the provisions of the RTI Act.  The reply to the Notice also reveals that the rules qua maintenance of record of students’ admission in Institutes affiliated to the PTU are being framed. The complainant should have filed appeal first with the First Appellate Authority of the PTU if she was not satisfied with the reply of the PIO. The complaint filed by the information seeker is devoid of merit. In view of aforementioned, the instant case is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 25.09.2013

 
        

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2961 of 2013
Date of decision 25.09.2013 

Dr. Narinder Singh, Assistant Professor,

Department of Human Development & Family Relations,

Government Home Science College,

Sector-10, Chandigarh.




…………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.






………..……………Respondent

Present:
Dr. Narinder Singh complainant in person.


Sh. Ashok Kumar Mishra, Superintendent (RTI) authorized by PIO.

ORDER
1.
The RTI application of the complainant is dated 14.06.2013.The information seeker has sought information from the PIO office of Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar on 11 points regarding the interviews held for the post of Assistant Professors against the advertisement No.1/2012.  On not getting the requisite information he filed complaint with the State Information Commission on 05.08.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 25.09.2013 in the Commission.

3. The complainant is present in the Commission and states in writing that he has received the information to his satisfaction and that the case may be disposed of.
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4.
The respondent files reply dated 23.09.2013 to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the complainant. The respondent states that the complete information has been provided to the RTI applicant and requests that the case may be disposed of.

5.
 After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided by the PIO to the satisfaction of the information seeker. No further action is required in these complaint case which is hereby closed and disposed of.

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


      Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 25.09.2013

 
        

State Information Commissioner
