              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Prof.  Jaspal Singh,

H.No.5, Danna Mandi, Garshankar,

District Hoshiarpur-144527.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev

University, Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Registrar Guru Nanak Dev


University, Amritsar.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2404 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant.
 Shri Sarabjit Singh, Legal Advisor,  on behalf of the respondents.

 


Prof. Jaspal Singh ,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 31-01-2014, addressed to PIO, office of Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar,  sought certain information on 4 points regarding Dalhousie Camps and Youth Festivals during Academic Years 2010-11, 2011-12 , 2012-13 and 2013-14 alongwith leave taken by the Director and New Grade granted to her.

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  25-04-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 24-07-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  28-07-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 04.11.2014.

3.

On 04.11.2014, Shri Ashok Kumar Mishra,  Superintendent, RTI Cell, 

Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, 

informed  the Commission that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant  was  not present nor any intimation had  been received from him. 
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Therefore, he 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 to 20.01.2015. 

4.

On 20.01.2015, a perusal of case file revealed  that Registrar/Information Officer, Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar had  informed the appellant the requisite information could not  be supplied as it related  to Dr.  Jagjit Kaur, Director, Youth Welfare, who had not given her consent. 

5.

 Shri Ashok Mishra, Superintendent RTI, Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar reiterated  that the sought information related  to Dr. Jagjit Kaur and she had not given her consent to supply her information to the appellant. Consequently, the sought information was  discussed in detail in the court and found that the sought information was not the personal information of Dr. Jagjit Kaur. Rather it existed in the office domain of the University. After hearing both the parties, it was directed that complete information be provided to the appellant  within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 19.03.2015.
6.

On 19.03.2015,  the respondent informed  that the information running into 641 pages had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant confirmed  it stating that the information regarding Point No. 3(e) had not been supplied as yet. The respondent assured that this information will also be supplied shortly. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

Today, the respondent informs that remaining information regarding Point No. 3(e) has been sent to the appellant by registered post on 11.05.2015. 
8.

A letter dated  25.05.2015 has been received from the appellant through e-mail informing that complete information has been supplied to him. He has requested the case may be closed. 
9.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 















Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Partap Singh,

House No.35, New Moti Bagh Colony,

Patiala.








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Sanaur, District Patiala.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  2495 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Partap Singh, complainant, in person. 

Ms. Mandeep  Kaur, Superintendent,  office of BDPO, Sanaur,  on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 05-05-2014, addressed to the respondent, Shri  Partap Singh sought Action Taken Report against Shri Pal Singh, Sarpanch, Village: Bhanari for encroaching upon Shamlat Land of the Gram Panchayat Bhanari.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Partap Singh  filed a complaint dated  04-09-2014 with the Commission, which was received in it on   04-09-2014  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  11.12.2014.

3.

On 11.12.2014, the complainant informed  the Commission that no information had been supplied to him so far by the PIO.  Shri Gurinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informed   the Commission that former Panchayat Secretary had  been transferred and he had joined recently. He sought  some more time to enable him to supply the requisite information to 

the complainant, which was  granted. The PIO  was , however, directed to supply 

complete information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would 
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be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 20.01.2015.
4.

On 20.01.2015, the complainant informed  that no information had been 
supplied to him as yet. Shri Jagtar Singh , Panchayat Secretary, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informed  that former Panchayat Secretary had  expired and he had recently joined. He sought  some more time to enable him to supply the information. Accordingly, the BDPO   was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. He  was  also directed to explain the factual position of the case vis-à-vis the reasons for delay, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 19.03.2015.
5.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Ms. Jaswant Kaur, BDPO Sanaur was  present on 19.03.2015.  She explained  the position of the case. She submitted a letter dated 19.03.2015 informing the Commission that the sought information was  about 19 years old and the information, available on record, had  been sent to the complainant on 13.03.2015 by registered post. 

6.

A letter dated 13.03.2015 was  received from the complainant through e-mail informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend hearing on 19.03.2015  due to some unavoidable reasons. He  further informed that no information had been supplied to him as yet. He  requested to take necessary action against the PIO and adjourned the case to some other date. 

7.

A telephonic message  was  received from the complainant  informing the Commission that he had  received the information, which was  incomplete and incorrect. Accordingly, the complainant was  directed to furnish deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission.  The PIO was   directed to supply complete information to the complainant and in case the information is not available then a duly attested affidavit be submitted on the next date of hearing to the effect that the  information, available on record, has been supplied to the complainant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them. The case was adjourned for today.
8.

Today, Ms. Mandeep  Kaur, Superintendent,  office of BDPO, Sanaur, 
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appearing  on behalf of the respondent, hands over an affidavit to the complainant in the court today, with a copy to the Commission, which is taken on record. The complainant informs that supplied information has not been attested. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to duly attest the provided information.
9.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Veena Rani,

S/o Shri Vijay Kumar,

H.No. 2326, Landran Rod,

KHANNA, District: Ludhiana.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Shaheed Kanshi Ram College of 

Physical Education, BHAGOO MAJRA,

Tehsil: Kharar, District: S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali).



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  2885 of 2014  

Order

Present: 
None for the  complainant.
Shri Tarun Gupta Advocate,  on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 19.08.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Ms. Veena Rani,  sought various information/documents on 14 points relating to  her appointment as clerk, suspension, termination and re-employment.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Ms. Veena Rani filed a complaint dated 13.10.2014 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on the same day  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  20.01.2015.

3.

On 20.01.2015, the complainant informed  the Commission that no information had  been supplied to her as yet. The respondent submitted  a letter  No. 600, dated 120.01.2015 from the Principal informing the Commission that the complainant was working on fixed pay under Self Finance Scheme and was  under suspension since 26.09.2013. It was also been informed that an inquiry was  being conducted against the complainant by the College Management and the complainant  had filed a case in the Educational Tribunal against the College Management and in 

these circumstances sought information could  not  be provided to the complainant. 

4.

After going through the information sought on 14 points,  the complainant was  asked to seek specific information. After discussion, complainant requested  that 
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information asked for at Points No. 2,3,4,5,6,7,8 and 11 might be provided to her. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply information asked for at Points No. 2,3,4,5,6,7,8 and 11 alongwith   copy of Inquiry Report to the complainant  before the next date of  hearing. The PIO was  also 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 complainant without any further delay.  In case any information is not available in their record then a duly attested  affidavit to this effect be submitted  by the  PIO. The case was adjourned to 19.03.2015.
5.

On 19.03.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the respondent handed  over requisite information to the complainant in the court. He submitted  a copy of the provided information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. The complainant sought  time to study the provided information, which was  granted. She was  directed to furnish her observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondent informs that no observations on the provided information have been received from the complainant. He requests that case may be closed. 
7.

The complainant is not present nor any  observations,  on the provided information, have been received from her, which shows that she  is satisfied with the provided information. 
8.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-




Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-05-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Darshan Singh,

Village Channi Nand Singh,

PO-Chanaur-144306 Mukerian, District Hoshiarpur.



…Appellant

                                         Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Mukerian, District: Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner, 
Hoshiarpur.

…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1529 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Darshan Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Yudhvir Singh, BDPO Mukerian,  on behalf of the respondents.


The case was last heard on 06.08.2014 by Shri B.C.Thakur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. Though a copy of the bill of repair of Panchayat Ghar was supplied to the appellant, the appellant was not satisfied stating that it is not the bill for repair of Panchayat Ghar. Accordingly, Shri Yudhvir Singh, BDPO, Mukerian was directed to file self attested affidavit  certifying the facts about the genuineness  of the bill. He was also directed to certify that the information supplied to the appellant regarding Point No. 6 is complete, correct and as per office record  and nothing has been concealed. The BDPO was also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing with his written submissions and affidavit. The case was adjourned to 

28.08.2014 at 11.00 A.M. 

2.

On the request of the appellant vide letter  dated 28.08.2014, the case was transferred to be Bench of undersigned and case was fixed for 14.11.2014 for  further hearing.

3.

On 14.11.2014,   Shri Farman Masih, Panchayat Secretary, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, submitted  a letter addressed to the appellant from BDPO, 
Mukerian and a copy sent to the Commission vide Endst. No. 3598, dated 13.11.2014, which was  taken on record. Vide the said letter,  facts regarding the genuineness of the 
bill have been certified. The respondent asserted   that complete information had been 
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supplied to the appellant. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to point out deficiencies, if any, in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 29.01.2015.

4.

On 29.01.2015,  the appellant informed   that the information as per his RTI application had  not been supplied to him as yet. While handing over a copy of RTI application to the respondent, he was  directed to  supply point-wise complete  information as per RTI  application of the complainant. Besides, BDPO, Mukerian was  directed to explain factual position of the case in person on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the complainant  without any further delay. He was  also directed to explain the reasons for delay in the supply of the information, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 19.03.2015.
5.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Yudhvir Singh, BDPO Mukerian was  present on 19.03.2015.  He explained  the position of the case and informed  that the information available on record had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant expressed  dissatisfaction over the provided information. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, BDPO Mukerian  was  directed to get the record inspected by the appellant on a mutually agreed date and  time and supply the information, identified by the appellant,  after the  inspection of the record. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the respondent informs that information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete and mis-leading. Accordingly, the respondent PIO is directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing to the effect that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available in their record. 
7.

Adjourned to 07.07.2015  at 2.00 P.M. in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector:17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

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

New Mandi, Dhuri, District: Sangrur.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Government College,

Patti, District Tarn Taran.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2432 of 2014     

Order

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



None for the respondent. 



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

2.

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

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 29-08-2014      and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  04.12.2014.

3.

On 04.12.2014, none was  present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. The respondent PIO  was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 24.02.2015.
4.

On 24.02.2015, the complainant informed  that no information had been supplied to him so far. None was  present for the respondent. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the 
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provisions of RTI Act, 2005, would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 31.03.2015, which was postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
5.

Today, the complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. None is present on behalf of the respondent during all the three hearings held in this case so far. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

6.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

7.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

8.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.








      Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

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

New Mandi, Dhuri, District: Sangrur.




…Complainant

Versus


Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Director, Horticulture,

Punjab,  Mohali.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2436 of 2014     

Order

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



None for the respondent. 



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

2.

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

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 29-08-2014   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  04.12.2014.

3.

On 04.12.2014, none  was present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. The respondent PIO  was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 24.02.2015.
4.

On 24.02.2015, the complainant informed  that provided information was  incomplete and he had sent deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to send complete information to the complainant after removing the deficiencies, pointed by him, before 
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the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned to 31.03.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain  administrative reasons.
5.

Today, the complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. None is present on behalf of the respondent during all the three hearings held in this case so far. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

6.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

7.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

8.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surjit Singh,

Village & PO-Jarg,Tehsil-Payal,

District Ludhiana.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o District Education Officer(E),
 Fatehgarh Sahib.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 323 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for   the   complainant.
Shri Sukhdev Singh, Senior Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 17-10-2014 addressed to the respondent, Shri  Surjit Singh  sought copies of Seniority list,  Service Books of four teachers and of the pension case of four teachers.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Surjit Singh   filed a complaint dated  15-01-2015

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 15-01-2015   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  16.04.2015.
3.

On 16.04.2015,  the complainant informed  that he had received the information in respect of all the teachers except Shri Jeet Singh. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the sought information in respect of Shri Jeet Singh and in case it was  not available in their record than an affidavit  be submitted on the next date of hearing to the effect that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the complainant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available in their record. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the respondent informs that remaining information has been supplied to the complainant, which has been duly received by him. He submits a receipt taken from the complainant in this regard, which is taken on record. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-05-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shyam Sunder Goel,

H.No.1125, Kartar Nagar,

Ambala City.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Nodal Officer Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Registrar Punjab Technical  University,

Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2636 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Shyam Sunder Goel, appellant, in person.

Shri Rakesh Sood, Landscape  Officer and Shri Parminder Pal Sharma, Advocate,  on behalf of Shri Puneet Sharma, Counsel for the  respondents. 



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

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 13-07-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 19-08-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  26-08-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 27.11.2014.

3.

On 27.11.2014, the respondent informed  that this information could not  

be supplied to the appellant as it related  to the third party. Consequently, the sought 

information was  discussed in detail in the court. After discussion it was  observed that 
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the information asked for by the complainant was  in the larger public interest. Therefore, the PIO was directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 24.02.2015.

4.

On 24.02.2015, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant by registered post on 13.02.2015. A letter dated 20.02.2015 was  received in the Commission from the appellant in which he has pointed out the deficiencies in the provided information. Therefore, a copy of this letter was  handed over to the Ld. Counsel for the respondents in the court.  Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information after removing the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant. The case was adjourned to 12.05.2015.
5.

On 12.05.2015,  Shri Parminder Pal Sharma, Advocate appearing on behalf of Shri Puneet Sharma, Counsel for the  respondents, informed  that complete information had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant expressed  dissatisfaction. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply a duly attested affidavit  to the appellant, with a copy to the Commission, to the effect that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them.  The case was adjourned for today.
6.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, the respondent hands over a duly attested affidavit to the appellant in the court today, who expresses satisfaction. 
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Prem Kumar Rattan,

H. NO. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri Distt: Sangrur. 











…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar Dhuri, District: Sangrur

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 136 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Surinder Kumar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri. Prem Kumar Rattan,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  20-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 6 points in respect of duties performed by Shri Darshan Singh Sidhu, Tehsildar.
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 Nil   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 31.03.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons. 
3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informs that provided information is incomplete. Consequently, the sought information is perused and discussed in detail. After hearing 
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both the parties, the PIO is directed to supply the information regarding Points No. 1, 2 and 3 to the appellant, free of cost. Besides, the PIO is directed to be present in person to explain the factual position of the case alongwith reasons for delay.
4.

Adjourned to 01.07.2015  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: 28-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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

H. NO. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri Distt: Sangrur.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar, Barnala
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Barnala.



…Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 137 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Sukhdev Singh, Reader to Naib Tehsildar, Bhadaur, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri. Prem Kumar Rattan, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  11-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 4 points regarding loan taken by Shri Rajinder Kumar from Malwa Grameen Bank Bhadaur, HDFC Bank and MBOP alongwith copy of affidavit submitted to the Banks.
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  Nil  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23-12-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 31.03.2015, which was further postponed for today, due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant. The appellant confirms it while stating that he is satisfied with the provided information and case may be closed. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Prem Kumar Rattan,
H. NO. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri Distt: Sangrur.










…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 
Patiala


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 138 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Bhupinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents. 
Shri. Prem Kumar Rattan,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  20-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding maternity leave availed of by Smt. Sumna Devi, Clerk during 1987-88. 
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 30-10-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated Nil   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 31.03.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

The respondent submits letter No. 220, dated 27.05.2015 from Sub Divisional Magistrate Patiala vide which it has been informed that this matter has already been decided by Shri  R. I. Singh, Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab on 06.05.2014 in AC-196 of 2014 holding that no public interest is involved in the 
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disclosure of personal information pertaining to maternity leave of Smt. Sumna Devi. A  copy of order passed by Shri R.I. Singh, Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab has also been enclosed with the said letter. 
4.

Today, the appellant informs that the information sought by him vide instant RTI application is not required by him as of now. He requests that his RTI application may be treated as withdrawn. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

PO- Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana – 123455.




…Appellant
              Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  104 of 2015   

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Shri. Jasbir Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  26-09-2014,       addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on letter dated 05.05.2014 alongwith copies of office noting.
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 19-12-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 31.03.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

A letter dated 28.05.2015 has been received from the appellant through FAX requesting that complete information may be got provided to him  from the PIO and the PIO may be directed to implement the  provisions of Sections 3 and  4 of RTI Act, 2005. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply requisite information to the appellant as per his RTI application before the next date of hearing.  
4.

Adjourned to 14.07.2015   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: 28-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri.  Jasbir Singh,

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

PO- Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Registrar, 
Tehsil Khanna, Dist: Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  102 of 2015   

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Gurmit Singh, Naib Tehsildar Khanna, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri.  Jasbir Singh,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated  14-09-2014,       addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report as per Section 4 (b) of RTI Act, 2005 during April, 2014 and Action Taken Report as per Section 3(3) of RTI Rules, 2007 during the period from 1st April to 15th April, 2014.
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 19-12-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 31.03.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

A letter dated 28.05.2015 has been received from the appellant through FAX requesting that complete information may be got provided to him  from the PIO and the PIO may be directed to implement the  provisions of Sections 3 and  4 of RTI Act, 2005.

4.

The respondent submits a letter No. 41, dated 27.05.2015, addressed to the appellant and a copy endorsed to the Commission , vide which it has been informed that requisite complete  information has been uploaded on the Web Site of the office. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

PO- Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana.  





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Joint Sub Registrar, 
Tehsil Kumkallan, Dist: Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  105 of 2015  

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Amit Kumar, Registry Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri. Jasbir Singh,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated  24-09-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report as per Section 4 (b) of RTI Act, 2005 during April, 2014 and Action Taken Report as per Section 3(3) of RTI Rules, 2007 during the period from 1st April to 15th April, 2014.
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 19-12-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 31.03.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

A letter dated 28.05.2015 has been received from the appellant through FAX requesting that complete information may be got provided to him  from the PIO and the PIO may be directed to implement the  provisions of Sections 3 and  4 of RTI Act, 2005.

4.

The respondent submits a  copy of letter No. 06, dated 16.01.2015, addressed to the appellant and a copy endorsed to the Commission , vide which requisite information has been provided to the appellant. The respondent informs that the requisite complete  information has been uploaded on the Web Site of the office. 

5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 




Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-05-2015


             State Information Commissioner
