STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harmesh Kumar,

H.No.247 C/2,Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O.Bahadurgarh,Tehsil &

District Patiala.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development & Panchayat 
Officer, Patiala.
…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2830 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Harmesh Kumar, appellant, in person.

Shri Daljit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat  Bahadargarh(Kasba Roorkee), Block: Patiala,  on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri  Harmesh Kumar, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  22-08-2013, addressed to PIO,  sought certain information on 13 points regarding grant received by Gram Panchayat Bahadargarh(Kasbra Roorkee) under different Schemes and detail of works executed with this grant during the period from 01.06.2008 to 30.05.2013.

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    4-12-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 04-09-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was 

received in the Commission on 15-09-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.12.2014. 
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3.

On 17.12.2014, the respondent informed  that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that he was  not satisfied with the provided information as it was  incorrect and incomplete. After hearing both the parties, B.D.P.O. Patiala was directed to supply point-wise complete information to the appellant. He was  also directed to be present,  in person , on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record  to apprise the Commission of the factual position so that complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant could be supplied without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 04.03.2015.
4.

On 04.03.2015, the respondent informed  that some information had already been supplied to the appellant and he had brought remaining information, which he handed  over to the appellant in the court.  After perusing the provided information, the appellant informed  that the information was  still  incomplete. Consequently, the sought information  alongwith its status was  discussed. After hearing both the parties, the PIO was  directed to supply remaining information to the appellant within 30 days with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.
5.

Today, Shri Daljit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat  Bahadargarh(Kasba Roorkee), Block: Patiala,
appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that information available on record has been supplied to the appellant and no more information is available with them. Accordingly, the respondent  is directed to supply a duly attested  affidavit  to the appellant,  with a copy to the Commission, to the effect that information available on record has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them. The respondent assures that affidavit will be supplied to the appellant within two days. 

6.

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










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harmesh Kumar,

H.No.247 C/2,Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O.Bahadurgarh,Tehsil &

District Patiala.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development & Panchayat


Officer, Patiala.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2831 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Harmesh Kumar, appellant, in person.

Shri Daljit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat  Bahadargarh(Kasba Roorkee), Block: Patiala, on behalf of the respondents. 

 



Shri  Harmesh Kumar, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  22-08-2013, addressed to PIO,   sought certain information regarding  disbursement of Old Age Pension and Widow Pension by  Gram Panchayat Bahadargarh(Kasba Roorkee) during the period from 01.06.2008 to 30.05.2013.

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  4-12-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 04-09-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-09-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.12.2014.

3.

On 17.12.2014, the respondent informed  that requisite information had 
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been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that he was  not satisfied with the provided information as it  was  incorrect and incomplete. After hearing both the parties, B.D.P.O. Patiala was  directed to supply point-wise complete information to the appellant. He was  also directed to be present,  in person , on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record  to apprise the Commission of the factual position so that complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant could be supplied without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 04.03.2015.
4.

On 04.03.2015,  the respondent informed  that some information had already been supplied to the appellant and he had  brought remaining information, which he handed  over to the appellant in the court.  After perusing the provided information, the appellant informed  that the information  was  still  incomplete. Consequently, the sought information  alongwith its status was  discussed. After hearing both the parties, the PIO was  directed to supply remaining information to the appellant within 30 days with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.
5.

Today, Shri Daljit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat  Bahadargarh(Kasba Roorkee), Block: Patiala,
appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that information available on record has been supplied to the appellant and no more information is available with them. Accordingly, the respondent  is directed to supply a duly attested  affidavit  to the appellant,  with a copy to the Commission, to the effect that information available on record has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them. The respondent assures that affidavit will be supplied to the appellant within two days. 

6.

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









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harmesh Kumar,

H.No.247 C/2,Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O.Bahadurgarh,Tehsil &

District Patiala.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development & Panchayat


Officer, Patiala.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2832 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Harmesh Kumar, appellant, in person.

Shri Bhupinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Guru Nanak Nagar, Block: Patiala,  on behalf of the respondents.



Shri  Harmesh Kumar, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  22-08-2013, addressed to PIO,   sought certain information regarding  disbursement of Old Age Pension and Widow Pension by  Gram Panchayat, Guru Nanak Nagar during the period from 01.06.2008 to 30.05.2013.

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   4-12-2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 04-09-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-09-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.12.2014.

3.

On 17.12.2014, the respondent informed  that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that he was not satisfied with 
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the provided information as it was  incorrect and incomplete. After hearing both the parties, B.D.P.O. Patiala was  directed to supply point-wise complete information to the appellant. He was  also directed to be present,  in person , on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record  to apprise the Commission of the factual position so that complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant could be supplied without any further delay.    The case was adjourned to 04.03.2015.
4.

On 04.03.2015,  the respondent informed  that some information had already been supplied to the appellant and he had  brought remaining information, which he handed  over to the appellant in the court.  After perusing the provided information, the appellant informed  that the information was  still  incomplete. Consequently, the sought information  alongwith its status was  discussed. After hearing both the parties, the PIO was  directed to supply remaining information to the appellant within 30 days with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.
5.

Today, Shri Bhupinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Guru Nanak Nagar, Block: Patiala,  appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that information available on record has been supplied to the appellant and no more information is available with them. Accordingly, the respondent  is directed to supply a duly attested  affidavit  to the appellant,  with a copy to the Commission, to the effect that information available on record has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them. The respondent assures that affidavit will be supplied to the appellant within two days. 

6.

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










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harmesh Kumar,

H.No.247 C/2,Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O.Bahadurgarh,Tehsil &

District Patiala.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development & Panchayat


Officer, Patiala.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2833 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Harmesh Kumar, appellant, in person.

Shri Bhupinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Guru Nanak Nagar, Block: Patiala,  on behalf of the respondents.



Shri  Harmesh Kumar, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  22-08-2013, addressed to PIO,  sought certain information on 13 points regarding grant received by Gram Panchayat Guru Nanak Nagar under different Schemes and detail of works executed with this grant during the period from 01.06.2008 to 30.05.2013.

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    4-12-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 04-09-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-09-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.12.2014.

3.

On 17.12.2014, the respondent informed  that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that he was not satisfied with 
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the provided information as it was  incorrect and incomplete. After hearing both the parties, B.D.P.O. Patiala was  directed to supply point-wise complete information to the appellant. He was  also directed to be present,  in person , on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record  to apprise the Commission of the factual position so that complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant could be supplied without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 04.03.2015.
4.

On 04.03.2015,  the respondent informed  that some information had already been supplied to the appellant and he had  brought remaining information, which he handed  over to the appellant in the court.  After perusing the provided information, the appellant informed  that the information was  still  incomplete. Consequently, the sought information  alongwith its status was  discussed. After hearing both the parties, the PIO  was  directed to supply remaining information to the appellant within 30 days with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.
5.

Today, Shri Bhupinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Guru Nanak Nagar, Block: Patiala,  appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that information available on record has been supplied to the appellant and no more information is available with them. Accordingly, the respondent  is directed to supply a duly attested  affidavit  to the appellant,  with a copy to the Commission, to the effect that information available on record has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them. The respondent assures that affidavit will be supplied to the appellant within two days. 
6.

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









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  26-05--2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Hassan Sardar,

Mofar Residence,

Village: Mansa Khurd,

Khaiala Side Post Office,

Tehsil and District: MANSA.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2361 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Hassan Sardar, appellant, in person.

Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.[\


Shri Hassan Sardar, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 04.04.2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala, sought certain information on 8 points regarding his adhoc appointment as Assistant Professor Computer Science in 2006 and relieving him on 31.05.2008. 

2.

The PIO sent a reply to the applicant denying the information on the ground that a CWP No. 25696 of 2013 is pending in Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. Not satisfied with the reply, Shri Hassan Sardar filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 02.05.2014. He was again sent the same reply by the University.  The appellant  subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 21.07.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23.07.2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.10.2014..

3.

On  16.10.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the sought information was  vague and voluminous, which was  not possible to provide under 
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Section 7(9) of RTI Act, 2005. He d that the appellant might  be asked to seek   specific information so that the same could be supplied to him. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to ask for  specific information from  the PIO within 10 days and the PIO was  directed to supply the same to the appellant  within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 04.12.2014  for confirmation of compliance of orders.

4.

On 04.12.2014, Shri Vikrant Sharma, Counsel for the respondents sought  more time to enable him to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which was  granted. However, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 03.03.2015.
5.

On 03.03.2015,  the appellant informed  the Commission that he had  furnished  the deficiencies,  in the provided information, to the PIO but the information provided was  still incomplete. Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the deficiencies furnished by the appellant were  still not clear. He requested  that the appellant might  be asked to seek point-wise specific information. After discussing the matter at length,  the appellant was  directed to ask for point-wise specific information/documents   and the PIO was directed to supply complete information, as available on record, and in case any information was  not available, an  affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the appellant informs 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: 26-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Hassan Sardar,

Mofar Residence,

Village: Mansa Khurd,

Khaiala Side Post Office,

Tehsil and District: MANSA.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2362 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Hassan Sardar, appellant, in person.

Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Hassan Sardar, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 05.04.2014, addressed to PIO, office of Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought certain information regarding grant of AGP of Rs. 7000/-.

2.

The PIO sent a reply to the applicant denying the information on the ground that a CWP No. 25696 of 2013 is pending in Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. Not satisfied with the reply, Shri Hassan Sardar filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 02.05.2014. He was again sent the same reply by the University. The appellant  subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 21.07.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23.07.2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.10.2014.

3.

On 16.10.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the sought information was  vague and voluminous, which was  not possible to provide under 

Section 7(9) of RTI Act, 2005. He requested  that the appellant might  be asked to seek 
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 specific information so that the same could be supplied to him. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to ask for  specific information from  the PIO within 10 days and the PIO was  directed to supply the same to the appellant  within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 04.12.2014.

4.

On 04.12.2014,  Shri Vikrant Sharma, Counsel for the respondents sought  more time to enable him to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which was  granted. However, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 03.03.2015.
5.

On 03.03.2015, , the appellant informed  the Commission that he had furnished  the deficiencies,  in the provided information, to the PIO but the information provided was  still incomplete. Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the deficiencies furnished by the appellant were  still not clear. He requested  that the appellant might  be asked to seek point-wise specific information. After discussing the matter at length,  the appellant was  directed to ask for point-wise specific information/documents   and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information, as available on record, and in case any information was  not available, an  affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the appellant informs 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: 26-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Hassan Sardar,

Mofar Residence,

Village: Mansa Khurd,

Khaiala Side Post Office,

Tehsil and District: MANSA.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2363 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Hassan Sardar, appellant, in person.

Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri Hassan Sardar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03,04.2014 , addressed to PIO, office of  Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala, sought list of all the teachers containing his name. 

2.

The PIO sent a reply to the applicant denying the information on the ground that a CWP No. 25696 of 2013 is pending in Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. Not satisfied with the reply, Shri Hassan Sardar filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 02.05.2014. He was again sent the same reply by the University. The appellant  subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 21.07.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23.07.2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.10.2014

3.

On 16.10.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the sought information was  vague and voluminous, which was  not possible to provide under 

Section 7(9) of RTI Act, 2005. He requested  that the appellant might  be asked to seek 
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 specific information so that the same could be supplied to him. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to ask for  specific information from  the PIO within 10 days and the PIO was  directed to supply the same to the appellant  within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 04.12.2014. 

4.

On 04.12.2014,  Shri Vikrant Sharma, Counsel for the respondents sought more time to enable him to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which was granted. However, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 03.03.2015.
5.

On 03.03.2015,  the appellant informed  the Commission that he had furnished  the deficiencies in the provided information, to the PIO but the information provided was  still incomplete. Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the deficiencies furnished by the appellant were  still not clear. He requested  that the appellant might  be asked to seek point-wise specific information. After discussing the matter at length, the appellant was  directed to ask for point-wise specific information/documents   and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information, as available on record, and in case any information was  not available, an  affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the appellant informs 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: 26-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hassan Sardar,

Mofar Residence,Village Mansa Khurd,

Khaiala Side,PO ,Tehsil & District-

Mansa.








…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3517 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Hassan Sardar,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri  Hassan Sardar,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  01-02-2014, addressed to PIO, sought various  information on 11 points regarding allegations leveled against him.
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 24-11-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 27-11-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.03.2015.
3.

The PIO vide letter No. 321/S-6/163-14/RTI Cell, dated 24.02.2015  informed that reply had been sent to the appellant vide letter No. 2433, dated 04.11.2014 that since the matter was  subjudice, information could not  be provided. 
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   Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the sought information was voluminous and not clear.  He requested  that the appellant might  be asked to seek point-wise specific information. After discussing the matter at length,  the appellant was  directed to ask for point-wise specific information/documents   and the PIO was directed to supply complete information, as available on record, and in case any information was  not available, an  affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant informs 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:  26-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hassan Sardar,

Mofar Residence,Village Mansa Khurd,

Khaiala Side,PO ,Tehsil & District-

Mansa.








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3578 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Hassan Sardar,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri  Hassan Sardar,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  07-04--2014 , addressed to PIO, sought copies of approval for running difference courses. 
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 04-12-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 04-12--2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.03.2015.
3.

The PIO vide letter No. 152/S-II/362-14/RTI Cell, dated 27.01.2015  informed that reply had been sent to the appellant vide letter No. 1183, dated 23.04.2014 that since the matter was  subjudice, information could not  be provided. 
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  On 11.03.2015,   Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the sought information was  voluminous and not clear.  He requested  that the appellant might  be asked to seek point-wise specific information. After discussing the matter at length,  the appellant was  directed to ask for point-wise specific information/documents   and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information, as available on record, and in case any information was  not available, an  affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant informs 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: 26 -05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hassan Sardar,

Mofar Residence,Village Mansa Khurd,

Khaiala Side,PO ,Tehsil & District: Mansa.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Punjabi University,


Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3579 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Hassan Sardar,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents. 


Shri  Hassan Sardar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 
 09-04-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding recruitment against the post of Assistant Professor Computer Science. 
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  23-07-2014under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 04-12-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 04-12-2014and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.03.2015.
3.

On 11.03.2015, a  perusal of case file revealed  that the PIO vide letter No. 1229/S-II/371-14/RTI Cell, dated 27.04.2014 had  informed the appellant that since the matter was subjudice, information could not  be provided to him.
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4.

   Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that the sought information was  voluminous and not clear.  He requested  that the appellant might  be asked to seek point-wise specific information. After discussing the matter at length,  the appellant was  directed to ask for point-wise specific information/documents   and the PIO was directed to supply complete information, as available on record, and in case any information was  not available, an  affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant informs 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: 26-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Darshan Singh,

S/o Shri Piara Singh,

V.P.O.: Alamgir, District: Ludhiana.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana-1.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2688  of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the Complainant.


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


Vide RTI application dated 13.09.2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Darshan Singh, sought various information regarding construction of Toilets. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Darshan Singh filed a complaint dated 15.09.2014   with the Commission,  which was received in it on 18.09.2014   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  08.01.2015.
3.

On 08.01.2015,  the complainant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him so far. None  was  present on behalf of the respondent nor any intimation had  been received from him. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, BDPO, Ludhiana-1 was  directed to supply  complete information to the complainant within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission. He  was  also directed to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case personally on the next date of hearing, failing which, punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him.  A copy of the order  was  forwarded to DDPO, Ludhiana to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned to 10.03.2015.
4.

Despite the issuance of clear cut orders to BDPO, Ludhiana-1,  on the last 
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date of hearing, to appear personally to apprise the Commission of the factual position 

of the case and supply requisite information to the complainant, he was  not present on 10.03.2015.  Even a copy of the order sent to the DDPO, Ludhiana to ensure the compliance of the order had borne no fruit. Viewing the disobedience of the orders of the Commission by BDPO, Ludhiana-1 seriously, one last opportunity  was  afforded to BDPO, Ludhiana-1 to  supply requisite information to the complainant and to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons for delay in  the supply of information to the complainant vis-à-vis the reasons for absence, failing  which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him, ex-parte.  A copy each,  of the order,   was  forwarded to Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Viakas Bhawan, Mohali  and District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

A letter dated 10.03.2015 has been received from  the complainant informing the Commission that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
6.

Today, Shri Jagtar Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informs that information has been  supplied to the complainant and he is satisfied. He submits a copy of letter dated 10.03.2015 from the complainant, which is taken on record. 
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  26-05-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

H.No.5C,Phase I, Urban Estate,

Focal Point,Ludhiana-141010.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Rural Development &

Panchayats,Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Director Rural Development & Panahayat


Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1224 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the  appellant.
Shri Puran Chand, Deputy Director Panchayats –cum-Nodal Officer and Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Superintendent,  on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  12-01-2013, addressed to PIO, office of  Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar,  sought certain information on 3 points with regard to posting and transfer of staff despite a ban imposed vide  order dated 24.02.2003.
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  31-12-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 25-02-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 25-02-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.06.2014.

3.

On 18.06.2014, the appellant stated that some information was provided to him on 27.01.2014, which was  false, misleading, incorrect and incomplete. He 
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submitted   that information asked for by him on 3 points had not been supplied to him 

so far. Accordingly, the PIO was directed  to supply 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. The case was adjourned to 09.07.2014.

4.

On 09.07.2014,  Shri Jagmohan Kumar, DCFA, appearing on behalf of the respondents stated that the requisite information had been sent to the appellant by registered post. The appellant replied that he was not satisfied with the provided information and  had pointed out the deficiencies in it to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The respondent further stated that the requisite information relates to 15 Branches/PIOs of the Directorate, who had  already  been asked to furnish the same so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant.    Accordingly, the Nodal Officer(RTI), office of Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,  Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali, was  directed to collect the requisite information from all the branches/PIOs and supply the same to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 

A copy of the order was  forwarded to the Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali to ensure that the requisite information was  supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 11.09.2014.

5.

On 11.09.2014, Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Superintendent RTI Cell, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the requisite information after collecting  from the  concerned branches had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant asserted that the information relating to above-said 15 branches had not been supplied to him. Accordingly, the respondent was directed to supply the requisite  information relating to all the concerned branches to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 02.12.2014.

6.

On 02.12.2014, a letter dated 30.11.2014 was  received through e-mail 

from the appellant informing the Commission that he was unable to attend hearing  due to ill health. He also informed that the information provided earlier was  false and 
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misleading. He also requested to invoke penal sections of RTI Act against the PIO for
imposition of penalty upon him and awarding suitable compensation to him.  Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Superintendent RTI Cell, appearing on behalf of the respondents 

informed that she had brought the remaining information concerning 13 Branches for handing over the same to the appellant. The appellant was  not present. Therefore, the respondent was  directed to send the information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. She submitted  a copy of the information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. The case was adjourned to 05.02.2015. 

7.

On 05.02.2015,  the appellant informed  the Commission that he had received the requisite information and  was  satisfied.  He submitted  that the sought information related to the office of Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab but his RTI application was wrongly  transferred to Zila Parishad, which caused delay. He further submitted  that since the information had  been supplied after a delay of  388 days, action under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005  for imposition of penalty upon the PIO and action under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 for awarding him suitable compensation, for the loss and detriment suffered by him,  might  be taken. Accordingly, a Show-Cause Notice  was  issued to Shri Puran Chand, Nodal Officer, to explain reasons, in person,  through a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25000/- under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and also as to why a suitable compensation under Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining requisite information in the instant case. The case was adjourned to 15.04.2015.
8.

On 15.04.2015,  Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Superintendent, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, submitted  an affidavit from Shri Puran Chand, Nodal Officer(RTI)-cum-Deputy Director, Rural Development and  Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, S. A. S. Nagar  containing  reply to the Show-Cause Notice issued to him on the last date of hearing for explaining reasons for the delay in the supply of information. 
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The affidavit, in original, is handed over to the appellant and a copy of the same was  retained in the Commission file. After perusing the affidavit, the appellant submitted  that he was  not satisfied with the reply of the Nodal Officer as it was false. He informed  that there is a delay of 386 days in the supply of information  in this case.   Accordingly,  Shri Puran Chand, Nodal Officer(RTI)-cum-Deputy Director, Rural Development and  Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, S. A. S. Nagar  was  directed to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
9.

A letter dated 24.05.2015 has been received through e-mail from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today due to circumstances beyond his physical reach. He has requested to decide the case on merit under the provisions of the Act. 
10.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Puran Chand, Nodal Officer(RTI)-cum-Deputy Director, Rural Development and  Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, S. A. S. Nagar  is present today. He submits an affidavit dated 26.05.2015 explaining the circumstances of the case. He also explains orally the reasons for the delay in the supply of information. I am convinced with the plea put forth by him that the delay is not intentional as the information had to be gathered from different sections. Besides, no malafide is proved. Therefore, in the above noted circumstances, it is not considered appropriate to take any action for imposing penalty upon the PIO. 
11.

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

 












   Sd/-                                                
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  26-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Mohan Lal Mongia,

Village Sialba Majri, Tehsil-Kharar,

District SAS Nagar,Mohali.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats,Sector 62, SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Rural Development & 


Panchayats,Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,


SAS Nagar, Mohali.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 208 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri Mohan Lal Mongia,  Appellant, in person.
Smt. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Mohali and Shri Nit Nem  Singh, Clerk, office of DDPO, Ropar, on behalf of the respondents. 



Shri  Mohan Lal Mongia,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated   02-07-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 20 points regarding the documents/evidence on which Shri J. S. Komi, the then Joint Secretary to Government of Punjab, Rural Development and Panchayat Department relied upon while passing order dated 21.08.1989 in appeal No. 70 of 1988, for holding a regular inquiry of the charges leveled against  him by Shri Gamdur  Singh Sandhu, the then D.D.P.O. Ropar vide  his order dated 16.09.1987. 
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  27-08-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  31-12-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which 
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was received in the Commission on  31-12-2014     and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 07.04.2015.
3.

On 07.04.2015, Smt. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents,  informed  that the concerned file related  to the year 1983 and was  not traceable in their  record. She  further informed  that a certificate to this effect had  been submitted by the concerned officer. 

4.

A Memo. No. 6/29/2014-Mohali/1629 dated 27.02.2015 was  received from Incharge(Complaint Section)-cum-PIO, office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali,   informing the Commission that relevant file was  not traceable and a certificate to this effect had  been submitted. It had been further informed that Shri Nit Nem Singh, Clerk, appeared before the First Appellate Authority on behalf of DDPO Ropar and informed that the requisite  information had been supplied to the appellant. On the contrary, the appellant asserted  that no information had  been supplied to  him so far. 

5.

 In the circumstances  narrated above,  D.D.P.O. Ropar was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case. He was also directed to bring a copy of provided information for handing over the same to the appellant in the court. The case was adjourned for today.
6. 

Today, Shri Nit Nem Singh, Clerk, office of DDPO Ropar informs the Commission that DDPO Ropar is unable to attend hearing today as one of  his relatives has expired. He requests that the case may be adjourned to some other date, which is accepted. However,  the D.D.P.O. Ropar is again directed to explain the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing, so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 
7.

Adjourned to 08.07.2015 at 2.00 P.M. for further hearing   in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner 

