STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Bhagwan Singh,

H.No.18051, Theke Wali Gali,

Chand Sar Basti, Bathinda-151001.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Inspector General of Police,


ZONE , Bathinda.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 294 of 2014  

Order

Present: 
Shri Bhagwan Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Gurmeet Singh Kingda, D.S.P. Bhucho Mandi; Shri Angrej Singh, SHO,
Police Station, Civil Lines,
Bathinda and Shri Lachhman Singh, Head Constable, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri Bhagwan Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 01.01.2013,        addressed to PIO, office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda,  sought complete record of application No. 30-4/Civil Lines/012,  dated 15.10.2012. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 18.04.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 06.01.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 08.01.2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.03.2014.

3.

On 19.03.2014, the respondent submitted  a letter No. 102/5A/RTI, dated 18.03.2014 to the Commission, which was  taken on record. Vide this letter it had been 
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informed that some information was handed over to the appellant on 29.01.2013 in the office and remaining information was supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 193-194/5A/RTI, dated 06.06.2013.
The appellant admitted  that he had received complete information but it  was  late by about 4 months. He submitted  that penalty might  be imposed upon the PIO under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of information and he might  be awarded compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining information in the instant case. 
Accordingly,  Shri Angrej Singh, SHO, Civil Lines, Bathinda was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons for the delay in the  supply of information to the appellant, failing which the case would  be decided  ex-parte on the  basis of available record . The case was adjourned to 29.05.2014.
4.

On 29.05.2014, as per the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing  i.e. 19.03.2014,  Shri Angrej Singh, SHO, Police Station, Civil Lines, Bathinda  was present . He explained  in detail the reasons for delay in the instant case. Accordingly, Shri Angrej Singh was  directed to make a written submission in this regard on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today. 
5.

As per the directions issued on the last date of hearing, i.e. 29.05.2014, the respondent makes a written submission from SSP Bathinda vide letter No. 340/5-A/RTI, dated 27.08.2014, which is taken on record. In the written submission, SSP Bathinda has explained in detail the reasons for delay in the supply of requisite information. I am fully convinced with the plea put forth by the PIO. Therefore, no action for imposing penalty upon the PIO and awarding compensation to the appellant is required. 
6.

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









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Bhagwan Singh,

H.No.18051, Theke Wali Gali,

Chand Sar Basti, Bathinda-151001.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Inspector General of Police,


ZONE , Bathinda.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 295 of 2014  

Order

Present: 
Shri Bhagwan Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Angrej Singh, SHO,
Police Station, Civil Lines,
Bathinda and Shri Lachhman Singh, Head Constable, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri Bhagwan Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 11.07.2013,        addressed to PIO, office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda,  sought complete record of his application dated 14.08.2006. 

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 27.08.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 06.01.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 08.01.2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.03.2014.

3.

On 19.03.2014, the respondent submitted  a letter No. 101/5A/RTI, dated 18.03.2014 to the Commission, which was  taken on record. Vide this letter it had been 
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informed that the information had been provided to the appellant by hand on 23.10.2013.
The appellant admitted  that he had received complete information but it  was  late by about 2 months 11 days.  He submitted  that penalty might  be imposed upon the PIO under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of information and he might  be awarded compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining information in the instant case. 
Accordingly,  Shri Angrej Singh, SHO, Civil Lines, Bathinda was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons for the delay in the  supply of information to the appellant, failing which the case would  be decided  ex-parte on the  basis of available record. The case was adjourned to 29.05.2014.
4.

On 29.05.2014, as per the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing, i.e. 19.03.2014,  Shri Angrej Singh, SHO, Police Station, Civil Lines, Bathinda was  present. He explained  in detail the reasons for delay in the instant case. Accordingly, Shri Angrej Singh was  directed to make a written submission in this regard on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today. 
5.

As per the directions issued on the last date of hearing, i.e. 29.05.2014, the respondent makes a written submission from SSP Bathinda vide letter No. 340/5-A/RTI, dated 27.08.2014, which is taken on record. In the written submission, SSP Bathinda has explained in detail the reasons for delay in the supply of requisite information. I am fully convinced with the plea put forth by the PIO. Therefore, no action for imposing penalty upon the PIO and awarding compensation to the appellant is required. 

6.

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








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Bhagwan Singh,

H.No.18051, Theke Wali Gali,

Chand Sar Basti, Bathinda-151001.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Inspector General of Police,


ZONE , Bathinda.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 296 of 2014  

Order

Present: 
Shri Bhagwan Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Angrej Singh, SHO,
Police Station, Civil Lines,
Bathinda and Shri Lachhman Singh, Head Constable, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri Bhagwan Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 11.07.2013,        addressed to PIO, office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda,  sought complete record  relating  to application dated 15.09.2008. 

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 27.08.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 06.01.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 08.01.2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.03.2014.

3.

On 19.03.2014, the respondent submits a letter No. 104/5A/RTI, dated 18.03.2014 to the Commission, which was  taken on record. Vide this letter it had been
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 informed that some information was handed over to the appellant on 11.08.2013  and remaining information was handed over  on 24.10.2013 in the office which was duly received by the appellant. The appellant admitted  that he had received complete information but it  was  late by 2 months 13 days.  He submitted  that penalty might  be imposed upon the PIO under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of information and he might  be awarded compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining information in the instant case.  
Accordingly,  Shri Angrej Singh, SHO, Civil Lines, Bathinda,  was directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons for the delay in the  supply of information to the appellant, failing which the case would  be decided  ex-parte on the  basis of available record. The case was adjourned to 29.05.2014.
4.

On 29.05.2014, as per the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing, i.e. 19.03.2014,  Shri Angrej Singh, SHO, Police Station, Civil Lines, Bathinda was  present. He explained  in detail the reasons for delay in the instant case. Accordingly, Shri Angrej Singh was  directed to make a written submission in this regard on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today. 
5.

As per the directions issued on the last date of hearing, i.e. 29.05.2014, the respondent makes a written submission from SSP Bathinda vide letter No. 340/5-A/RTI, dated 27.08.2014, which is taken on record. In the written submission, SSP Bathinda has explained in detail the reasons for delay in the supply of requisite information. I am fully convinced with the plea put forth by the PIO. Therefore, no action for imposing penalty upon the PIO and awarding compensation to the appellant is required. 

6.

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








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Bhagwan Singh,

H.No.18051, Theke Wali Gali,

Chand Sar Basti, Bathinda-151001.




…Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Inspector General of Police,


ZONE , Bathinda.






…Respondents

Complaint Case  No. 245 of 2014  

Order

Present: 
Shri Bhagwan Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Angrej Singh, SHO,
Police Station, Civil Lines,
Bathinda and Shri Lachhman Singh, Head Constable, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri Bhagwan Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 25.10.2013,        addressed to PIO, office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda,  sought complete record relating to  application No. 302/F/PSCL,  dated 01.08.2012. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Bhagwan Singh filed a complaint dated 06.01.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  08.01.2014 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  19.03.2014.

3.

On 19.03.2014, the respondent submitted  a letter No. 103/5A/RTI, dated 18.03.2014 to the Commission, which was  taken on record. Vide this letter it had been 
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informed that some information was handed over to the appellant on 22.11.2013 and remaining information was handed over on 22.02.2014 in the office which was duly received by him. The appellant  admitted  that he had received complete information but it  was  late by about 4 months. He submitted  that penalty might  be imposed upon the PIO under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of information and he might  be awarded compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining information in the instant case.  Accordingly,  Shri Angrej Singh, SHO, Civil Lines, Bathinda  was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons for the delay in the  supply of information to the appellant, failing which the case would  be decided  ex-parte on the  basis of available record. The case was adjourned to 29.05.2014.
4.

On 29.05.2014, as per the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing, i.e. 19.03.2014,  Shri Angrej Singh, SHO, Police Station, Civil Lines, Bathinda was  present. He explained  in detail the reasons for delay in the instant case. Accordingly, Shri Angrej Singh was  directed to make a written submission in this regard on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today. 
5.

As per the directions issued on the last date of hearing, i.e. 29.05.2014, the respondent makes a written submission from SSP Bathinda vide letter No. 340/5-A/RTI, dated 27.08.2014, which is taken on record. In the written submission, SSP Bathinda has explained in detail the reasons for delay in the supply of requisite information. I am fully convinced with the plea put forth by the PIO. Therefore, no action for imposing penalty upon the PIO and awarding compensation to the appellant is required. 

6.

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









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Manjit Singh alias Kuku,

S/o Shri Mohinder Singh,

House No. 288-A, Ward No.18,

Sunam City – 148028,

District: Sangrur.







…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, Shaheed Udham Singh Govt. College,

Sunam, District: Sangrur.






…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 670 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.
Shri Darshan Singh, Principal, Shaheed Udham Singh Government College, Sunam and Shri Amrit Samra, Assistant Professor, Government Mahindra College, Patiala,  on behalf of the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 17.12.2013  addressed to the respondent, Shri               Manjit Singh sought various information/documents  with regard to grant received by the 

College from the Punjab Government and the detail of works undertaken by the College with the said grant.
Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Manjit Singh filed a complaint dated 11.02.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  17.02.2014  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  06.05.2014.
2.

On 06.05.2014, the respondent made  a written submission dated 06.05.2014 from Shri Darshan Singh, PIO-cum-Principal, Shaheed Udham Singh Government College, Sunam, which  was  taken on record. In the written submission,
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the PIO has inter-alia submitted that the complainant was intimated through office letter No. 263, dated 26.12.2013 under Section 3(a) of RTI Act that he may have access to the solicited information comprising of thousands of pages in person and may select the required pages which may be supplied after the complainant remits the charges to be incurred for compiling and supplying the information but the complainant never turned up.   Shri Amrit Samra, appearing on behalf of the respondents added  that the requisite information is very voluminous and is 15 years old. 
After going through the written submission made by the PIO and discussing the matter at length, Shri Manjit Singh, complainant,  was  directed to inspect the entire record and identify the specific  documents required by him as the demanded  information is very huge and old.  Besides, the PIO  was  directed to provide the identified documents to the complainant after the inspection,  on the spot, free of cost, as the information is already late. The case was adjourned to  11.06.2014.
3.

On 11.06.2014,   it  was  brought to the  notice of the Commission that the complainant could not inspect the record and identify the documents required by him. Therefore, Shri Manjit Singh, complainant, was  again directed to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him and the PIO was  directed to provide the identified documents to the complainant after the inspection of the record, failing which  punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Despite the directions of the Commission, the complainant has not inspected the record.  He is not present today nor any intimation has been received from him. 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, 
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 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.

5.

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.

6.

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. 

7.

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:  28-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

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

Shri Surinder Singh Handa,

Ward No. 2 Near Mata Modi Chowk,

City Sunam – 148028,

District: Sangrur.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, 

Shaheed Udham Singh Government College,

Sunam, District: Sangrur.






…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 687 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.
Shri Darshan Singh, Principal, Shaheed Udham Singh Government College, Sunam and Shri Amrit Samra, Assistant Professor, Government Mahindra College, Patiala,  on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 17.12.2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri               Shri Surinder Singh Handa, sought various information/documents with regard to recruitment of Class-IV employees from 2005 till date. Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the applicant filed a complaint dated 11.02.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  18.02.2014  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  06.05.2014.
2.

On 06.05.2014, the respondent made  a written submission dated 06.05.2014 from Shri Darshan Singh, PIO-cum-Principal, Shaheed Udham Singh 
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Government College, Sunam, which was  taken on record. In the written submission,

the PIO has  inter-alia submitted that the complainant was intimated through office letter

No. 262, dated 26.12.2013 under Section 3(a) of RTI Act that he may  have access to 

the solicited information comprising of thousands of pages in person and may select the required pages which may  be supplied after the complainant remits   the charges to be incurred for compiling and supplying the information but the complainant never turned up. Shri Amrit Samra, appearing on behalf of the respondents added  that the requisite information is  very voluminous and is 9 years old. 
After going through the written submission made by the PIO and discussing the matter at length, Shri Surinder Singh Handa,, complainant, was directed to inspect the entire record and identify the specific  documents required by him as the asked information is very huge and old.  Besides, the PIO was  directed to provide the identified documents to the complainant after the inspection,  on the spot, free of cost, as the information  was  already late. The case was adjourned to 11.06.2014. 
3.

On 11.06.2014,   it  was  brought to the  notice of the Commission that the complainant could not inspect the record and identify the documents required by him. Therefore, Shri Surinder Singh Handa,, complainant, was  again directed to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him and the PIO was  directed to provide the identified documents to the complainant after the inspection of the record, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. 
4.

Despite the directions of the Commission, the complainant has not inspected the record.  He is not present today nor any intimation has been received from him. 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 
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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.

5.

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.

6.

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. 

7.

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: 28-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldeep Singh,

S/o Shri Raghunath Dass,

Bazar Vakilan, Hoshiarpur – 146001.




…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o District Education Officer(S),

Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o District Education Officer(S),

Hoshiarpur.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1315 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Balbir Singh, Deputy D.E.O.(S), Hoshiarpur, on behalf of the respondents. 

Shri Kuldeep Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application No. 140, dated 13.07.2013, addressed to PIO, office of o/o District Education Officer(S),

Hoshiarpur. sought certain information on 12 points with regard to grant of Rs. 52386/-.
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 30.08.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 20.03.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 24.03.2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.06.2014.
3.

On 19.06.2014 Shri Darshan Singh, Deputy D.E.O.(S), Hoshiarpur, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, stated that the information had been provided to the appellant and he was  satisfied with the information asked for at points No. 1 to 6, 9 and 11 but he was not satisfied with the information asked for at points No. 7, 8, 10 
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and 12. The respondents assured the Commission that the complete remaining 
information would be supplied to the appellant to his satisfaction before the next date of 
hearing. He requested  for adjournment of the case to some other date.  
 On the request of the respondent, the case was  adjourned for today  with the direction that the remaining complete information be provided to the appellant before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission.

4.

Shri Balbir Singh, Deputy D.E.O.(S), Hoshiarpur, appearing on behalf of the respondents informs the Commission that Shri Darshan Singh, Deputy D.E.O.(S), Hoshiarpur, who appeared on the last date of hearing has been transferred. He submits a Memo. No. n-/2014/599, dated 27.08.2014 to the Commission, which is taken on record. Vide the said Memo. it has been  informed  that the information asked for by the appellant at points No. 7,8,10 and 12 relates to  Shri Salinder Singh, Principal, Government Senior Secondary School(Boys) Tanda, who has been asked  vide letter No. PIO/2014/16090, dated 20.08.2014 to furnish the information, which is still awaited. It has been assured that as and when the information is received from Shri Salinder Singh,  the same will be supplied to the appellant.  
5.

Accordingly, Shri Salinder Singh, Principal, Government Senior Secondary School(Boys) Tanda, District: Hoshiarpur is directed to furnish requisite information to  Shri Balbir Singh,  Deputy D.E.O.(S), Hoshiarpur  within 20 days for further transmission to the appellant. Shri Salinder Singh is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the facts of the case so that complete information in the instant case could be supplied to the appellant.

6.

Adjourned to 19.11.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:28-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Salinder Singh, Principal, 



REGISTERED

Government Senior Secondary School(Boys) 
TANDA, District: Hoshiarpur.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Pardeep Kumar,

H.No. 702, GH 88,Palbvi App.

Sector 20, Panchkula.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of

Police, Bathinda.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1334 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Pardeep Kumar, complainant, in person.

Shri Gurmeet Singh Kingda,  Deputy Superintendent of Police, Bhucho Mandi( BATHINDA) and Shri Lachhman Singh, Head Constable, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 14-11-2013, addressed to the respondent, Shri Pardeep Kumar   sought following information:-

(1)
Status report of inquiry in FIR No. 235 of 19.10.2012 u/s 326/34 of IPC

(2)
On which date Challan has been presented in the above mentioned case. 

(3)
Do any cancellation report prepared in the above case, if yes, then give us the date on which the same is submitted in the Hon’ble Court.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Pardeep Kumar    filed a complaint dated  05-05-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  06-05-2014   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  24.07.2014.
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3.

On 24.07.2014 a letter No. 286/5A/RTI, dated 15.07.2014 had been received from the PIO-cum-SSP, Bathinda, vide which  he had informed that the 
complainant had received the information by hand in their office. The PIO  requested that the instant case might  be closed. 
The complainant statef that he was  not satisfied with the provided information as the same was  incorrect and incomplete. Accordingly, Shri Gurmeet Singh Kingda, DSP-cum-Inquiry Officer, Bathinda, was directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the facts and present status of the case so that complete and  correct information could be supplied to the complainant. The case was adjourned for today.
4

As per the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing, Shri Gurmeet Singh Kingda, DSP-cum-Inquiry Officer is present today.  
He informs the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant in his office, which has been duly received by him. The complainant informs that the information has been supplied to him after 7 months. Then Shri Gurmeet Singh Kingda, DSP, explains in detail the reasons for delay in the supply of requisite information along with  facts of the case and makes a written submission showing the status of the case, which is taken on record.  I am fully convinced with the plea put forth by Shri Gurmeet Singh, DSP.  Therefore, no action for imposing penalty upon the PIO and awarding compensation to the appellant is required. 

5.

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










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri R. K. Sharma,

# 228, Garden Colony,

Mission Road, Pathankot – 145001,





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,

R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal,

R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1200 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri R. K. Sharma, appellant, in person.

Shri Kewal Singh, Advocate,  and Shri Madan Lal, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri R. K. Sharma, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 12.10.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Principal, R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya, Pathankot – 145001, sought certain information on two  points in respect of the appointment of Dr. Sushma Sharma as lecturer  Hindi-cum-Sanskrit for the period from 05.08.1985 to 30.06.1988.

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  09.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 13.03.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was 
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received in the Commission on the same day   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 27.05.2014.
3.

On 27.05.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the case might be adjourned to some other date as he wanted  to make a written submission. However, the respondent PIO  was  directed to supply the requisite complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.  On  the request of the Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case was adjourned to 02.07.2014.
4,

On 02.07.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant stated that some information had been supplied but some other information was  still pending. Consequently, the asked for information was  discussed in detail in the court. After the discussion, the Respondent-PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information since 1995 till date after compiling the same, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant informs the Commission that he has received the complete 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:28-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri R. K. Sharma,

# 228, Garden Colony,

Mission Road, Pathankot – 145001,




…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,

R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal,

R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1201 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri R. K. Sharma, appellant, in person.

Shri Kewal Singh, Advocate,  and Shri Madan Lal, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri R. K. Sharma, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 19.10.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Principal, R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya, Pathankot – 145001, sought certain information on five points with regard to grants, balance sheets, Bank statements, deposits in respect of R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya, Pathankot – 145001,for the period from 01.04.2007 to 31.03.2013.

2.

The PIO vide letter No. AC/RTI/2737, dated 13.11.2013 refused to supply the information on the ground that the information asked for is vague, voluminous, pertaining  to third persons and the matter being subjudice. Being not satisfied with the reply, Shri R. K. Sharma he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide 
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application dated  09.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 
and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 13.03.2014  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 27.05.2014
3.

On 27.05.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated  that the case might  be adjourned to some other date as he wanted  to make a written submission. However, the respondent PIO  was  directed to supply the requisite complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 02.07.2014.
4.

On 02.07.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents made  a written submission from the Principal, R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Pathankot, which was  taken on record. In the written submission, the Principal has interalia submitted as under:-

(1)
That information sought by the applicant is weak in nature as the applicant sought information regarding financial status of the society from the period of 01.04.2007 to 30.09.2013. In the information the applicant has not specified that what is exactly required by him from the financial record of the society and secondly the information sought by the applicant is voluminous in nature. It is difficult for the college and the society to retain the record for such a long period. 

(2)
That  the matter is already sub-judice in the Court of Law whatever the decision of the Court will come, the respondent will honour the same. 

(3)
That since the information sought by the appellant pertains to a period beyond the statutory period of twenty years prior to the date on which the request for supply of information has been made, as such, the said information does not fall within the purview of the Act and cannot be sought under the provisions of the Act. 
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Consequently, the asked for information was  discussed in detail in the court. After the discussion, the Respondent-PIO was  directed to supply the Balance Sheets for the years 2011-2012, 2012-2013 and 2013-2014  to the appellant, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant hands over a written submission to the respondent containing his observations on the provided information. Accordingly, the respondent PIO is directed to supply requisite information to the appellant within 30 days  after considering the  observations submitted by him.
6.

Adjourned to 14.10.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.











Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:28-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri R. K. Sharma,

# 228, Garden Colony,

Mission Road, Pathankot – 145001,





…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,

R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal,

R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1216 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri R. K. Sharma, appellant, in person.

Shri Kewal Singh, Advocate and Shri Madan Lal, Clerk,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri R. K. Sharma, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 23.09.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Principal, R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya, Pathankot – 145001, sought certain information on two points with regard to number of students in each class in Sanskrit, Fine Arts, Hindi, Political Science and Music for the last 10 years i.e. from 2001 to 2011 alongwith copies of attendance register and  the number of students and number of sections in Hindi Department in every academic session from 2001 to 2011 and the list of teachers teaching Hindi subject. 
Contd……p/2 
AC- 1216 of 2014  


-2-  
2.

The PIO vide letter No. AC/RTI/2212, dated 27.09.2013 refused to supply the information on the ground that the information asked for is vague and the application is not in the prescribed form.  Besides, the application has been filed with malafide
intentions to obstruct the proper functioning of the college and an educational institution 
with limited staff.  Being not satisfied with the reply, Shri  R. K. Sharma  filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  09.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 13.03.2014  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 19.06.2014, which was further adjourned 02.07.2014   on the request of the appellant.
3.

On 02.07.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents made  a written submission from the Principal, R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Pathankot, which was  taken on record. In the written submission, the Principal has interalia submitted as under:-


(1)
That information sought by the applicant is weak in nature as the applicant sought information regarding financial status of the society from the period of 01.04.2007 to 30.09.2013. In the information the applicant has not specified that what is exactly required by him from the financial record of the society and secondly the information sought by the applicant is voluminous in nature. It is difficult for the college and the society to retain the record for such a long period. 

(2)
That  the matter is already sub-judice in the Court of Law whatever the decision of the Court will come, the respondent will honour the same. 

(3)
That since the information sought by the appellant pertains to a period beyond the statutory period of twenty years prior to the date on which the request for supply of information has been made, as such, the said information does not fall within the purview of the Act and cannot be sought under the provisions of the Act. 
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Accordingly,  the appellant was  directed to make a written submission to the PIO asking for specific information, which was  required by him and the Respondent-PIO was directed to supply the requisite information in a tabulated form to the appellant before the next date of hearing.   The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant informs the Commission that he has received the complete 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:28-08-2014


             State Information Commissioner
