STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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

H. No. 1085, Sector 70, SAS Nagar. 





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar. 





…Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 1153 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the  Appellant.
Shri Kuldip Singh,  DDPO Pathankot; Shri Ram Lubhaya, BDPO, Dhar Kalan and Shri Manjit Singh,  Senior Assistant, office of Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali,   on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Kuldeep Singh,Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 23.09.2013, addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his application which was received in the office of the PIO against Diary No. 460, dated 06.03.2013.

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 13.02.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  01.04.2015  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 11.06.2015.

3.

On 11.06.2015,  a letter dated 24.06.2015 was  received from the appellant requesting that he might  be exempted from appearance as he was  occupied with some family function. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 

4.

The respondent informed  that during hearing of the first appeal by the First Appellate Authority, the BDPO Dhar Kalan assured that a proposal would be sent 
to the Director but no proposal had  been received from the BDPO so far.  Accordingly, 
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the PIO  was  directed to issue  instructions to  all concerned to send the proposal for taking further necessary action  at the level of the Director so that Action Taken Report could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 
A copy each of the order was sent to Divisional Deputy Director Jalandhar, District Development and Panchayat Officer, Pathankot and Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dhar Kalan, District Pathankot to ensure that the proposal  was sent to the Director without any further delay, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 23.07.2015.
5.

On 23.07.2015,  Shri Ram Lubhaya, BDPO, Dhar Kalan appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that he had recently joined at Dhar Kalan and  assured that the proposal would  be sent to the Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali within 30 days for taking further necessary action. The case was adjourned to 08.09.2015.
6.

On 08.09.2015,  Shri Kuldip Singh,  DDPO Pathankot, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the case had been recast and sent to Divisional Deputy Director, Jalandhar. Consequently, the whole matter was  discussed in detail.  After hearing both the parties, Divisional Deputy Director Jalandhar was  directed to explain the facts and circumstances of the case, in person, alongwith DDPO Pathankot, on the next date of hearing so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

The appellant is not present without any intimation. Despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Divisional  Deputy  Director, Jalandhar is not present today. Viewing the disobedience of the orders of the Commission by the Divisional Deputy Director, Jalandhar, seriously,  he is directed to explain the facts and circumstances of the case, in person, alongwith DDPO Pathankot, on the next date of hearing failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
8.

Adjourned to  23.12.2015  at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-10-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gursharan Singh s/o Sh. Gurnam Singh,

VPO: Mullanpur Garibdas,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

SAS Nagar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

SAS Nagar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2073 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None  for the  appellant.

Shri Harsh Manocha, Advocate and Shri Hakam Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of  the respondents.

Shri Gursharan Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated11-07-2014,  addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Point on letter dated 21.01.2014 submitted by Panches of Village: Mullanpur Garibdas for removal of encroachment on Panchayat Land. 

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 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 22-06-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  22-06-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 02.09.2015.
3.

On 02.09.2015, Ld. Counsel for the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to the appellant as yet.

4.

 None was  present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, BDPO Kharar was  directed to supply 
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the requisite  information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. He was  also directed to explain the reasons for delay in the supply of the information, in person, on the next date of hearing. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Mohali to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs that the respondents have  not received copy of orders dated 02.09.2015. Consequently, a copy of the orders dated 02.09.2015 is handed over to him and the BDPO Kharar is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and explain the reasons for delay in the supply of information, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.
6.

A copy of the order is   forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Mohali to ensure the compliance of the orders.

 7.

Adjourned to 17.12.2015  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-10-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
CC:

District Development and Panchayat Officer,
REGISTERED



Mohali.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Verma s/o Shri Banarsi Lal,

VPO: Mullanpur Garibdas,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2072 of 2015

Order

Present:  
None for  the appellant.

Shri Harsh Manocha, Advocate and Shri Hakam Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of  the respondents.
 

Shri Rajesh Verma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19-12-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 27 points in respect of Shri Jagdish Rai Jund, Sarpanch of Village Mullanpur alongwith grants received, income from other sources and detail of  expenditure incurred on various works got  executed by Panchayat, etc.
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 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated   22-06-=2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22-06-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 02.09.2015.
3.

On 02.09.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the appellant informs that no information had  been supplied to the appellant as yet.
4.

 None was  present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation. 
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Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, BDPO Kharar was  directed to supply 
the requisite  information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. He was  also directed to explain the reasons for delay in the supply of the information, in person, on the next date of hearing. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Mohali to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs that the respondents have  not received copy of orders dated 02.09.2015 and the appeal preferred by the appellant.  Consequently, the same are  handed over to him and the BDPO Kharar is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and explain the reasons for delay in the supply of information, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.

6.

A copy of the order is   forwarded to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Mohali to ensure the compliance of the orders.

 7.

Adjourned to 17.12.2015  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-10-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
8. 

After the hearing is over, Shri C. L. Premi, Counsel for the Appellant, appears before the Commission. He is apprised of the proceedings taken place during the hearing of the case. 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-10-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
CC:

District Development and Panchayat Officer,
REGISTERED



Mohali.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar s/o Shri Ram Bhaj Lal,

c/o Raj Tyre Co. Barnala Road,

Ward No. 1, Bhikhi-151504, District:  Bathinda.




…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Panchayat, Bhikhi,
 District:  Bathinda.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Deputy Director, Local Bodies,

New Extension Building, Mini Secretariat,  

Bathinda.





                    …Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2063 of 2015
Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Shri Raj Kumar Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21-10-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on seven points regarding different works got executed.  

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 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  13-05-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  18-06-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 02.09.2015.
3.

On 02.09.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant on 28.08.2015, with a copy to the Commission. The appellant informed  that provided information was  incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send deficiencies in the provided information 
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to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing  the deficiencies, which would be furnished by him in  due course of time. The case was adjourned for today. 
4.

Today, a letter No. 1652-53, dated 19.10.2015, addressed to the appellant with a copy endorsed to the Commission,  has been received from the PIO-cum-E.O., Nagar Panchayat Bhikhi vide which requisite information has been supplied to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him.  A letter dated 26.10.2015 has been received from the appellant informing that he has received the requisite information. He has requested to close the case. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-10-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Anil Sandhir,

H.No.2994, HIG Phase 1,

Dugri, Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal SDC Government College,

 Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Principal SDC Government College,


 Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3390 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the  Appellant.
Shri Prabhjot Singh Sachdeva, Advocate and Shri Avtar Singh, Peon, on behalf of the respondents.
 


Shri  Anil Sandhir  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 09-09-2014 ,      addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 8  points in respect of staff  members of the College. 

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  09-10-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  11-11-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 13-11-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.02.2015.
3.

On 19.02.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents made  a written submission, which  was  taken on record. He submitted that the information was 
supplied to the appellant on 01.10.2014. He further submitted  that some deficiencies were point out by the appellant on  09.10.2014 and   after removing the deficiencies, complete information was supplied to him 12.11.2014. Accordingly, the appellant was 
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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 29.04.2015.

4.

On 29.04.2015,  the appellant informed  that the  information on 4 points was  still pending. Ld. Counsel for the respondents  informed   that the Almirah in which this information  was  lying  was locked and the keys of the Almirah were  with the appellant.  He further informed  that a Committee with the approval of D.P.I.  would  be formed to open the Almirah in the presence of the Appellant. He assured  that as and when the almirah was  opened, the information on 4 points would  be provided to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 21.07.2015.

5.

On 21.07.2015,  the appellant submitted   that the information regarding Points No. 1 to 4 and 5  was  still pending which might be got supplied to him. He further submitted  that he had  written to the Principal  vide letter dated 17.07.2015 that the Almirah might  be opened by the Committee and a list might  be prepared of the documents present in the Almirah,  a copy of which might also  be provided to him. He submitted  a copy of the said letter, which was  taken on record. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 03.09.2015
6.

On 03.09.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents made  a written submission dated  02.09.2015 from the Respondent PIO, which was  taken on record. Vide the written submission,  it had been informed that a Committee was formed for taking required action with regard to this matter and as per the directions issued by  the Hon’ble Commission on 21.07.2015, a meeting of the Committee was held on 18.08.2015 and after considering all legal aspects of the present matter, it was  absorbed that prior permission of DPI/Govt. was  required for opening of Almirah to avoid further complications and accordingly, permission/instructions  had  been sought by the Respondent- PIO from DPI vide letter No. RTI/1093/94, dated 18.08.2015 to proceed further in the matter.   Ld. Counsel for the respondents sought   some more time to enable them to  take necessary action in the matter  as the permission/instructions  from the DPI  were  still awaited. He requested  for adjournment of the case, which was  accepted. 
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7.

After the hearing was  over, Shri Anil Sandhir, appellant, appeared  before the Commission at 2.00 P.M. because   he was not aware of change in court time as he had not received orders of the last date of hearing. Accordingly, he was  apprised of the proceedings  of the Court taken place during hearing. On the request of Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case was adjourned for today.

8.

A letter dated 25.10.2015 has been received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health of his sister. He has submitted that despite repeated orders of the Commission, the PIO has not yet supplied information  regarding Sr. No. 1 to 4 to him. He has requested that PIO must be penalized under RTI Act, 2005 and Rs. 10,000/- compensation should be given to him. 
9.

 Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs that necessary permission to open the almirah is still awaited from the DPI. He assures that as and when the permission from the DPI is received,  the almirah  will be opened and requisite information will be supplied to the appellant on the basis of available record. He requests for adjournment of the case. 
10.

On the request of Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case is adjourned to  22.12.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing  in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.   

 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-10-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Bharat Bhushan,

S/o Raj Kumar Khullar,

Gali No.2, Indra Colony, Pathankot-145001.



…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Government Middle School,

Jiani Nichli, Block Dhar – 2,

District: Pathankot- 145001.

2.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Government Primary  School,

Jiani Nichli, Block Dhar – 2,

District: Pathankot- 145001.

3.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o  District Education Officer, (Elementary), 

Pathankot-145001.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 981 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Bharat Bhushan Khullar, Appellant, in person.

Dr. Jarnail Singh, DEO(EE) Pathankot, on behalf of  the respondents.
 

Shri Bharat Bhushan,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 12.01.2015,   addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding grants received for Civil Works and expenditure incurred by Government Middle School, Jiani Nichli, Block Dhar-II alongwith copies of Vouchers.

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  16.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application 

dated  13.03.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which 

was received in the Commission on 16.03.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.06.2015.

3.

On 17.06.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been 
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supplied to him as yet. None  was present on behalf of the respondent nor any 

intimation had been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, 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 taken against him. The case was adjourned to 28.07.2015.
4.

On 28.07.2015,   Smt. Seema  Kumari,  Incharge Government Primary School, Jiani Nichli,  appearing on behalf of the   respondents, informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that provided information  was  incomplete.  Accordingly, the appellant  was   directed to send deficiencies, in the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission and the PIO  was  directed to supply information after removing the deficiencies, which would  be sent to them by the appellant in due course  of time. The case was adjourned to 03.09.2015.
5.

On 03.09.2015,  the appellant informed  that he had sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO but complete information had not been supplied to him till date. None was  present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation. Viewing the callous and lackadaisical approach being adopted by the PIO  in this  case, he 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. Besides, Shri Jarnail Singh, D.E.O.(E) Pathankot was  directed to ensure the compliance of the orders. He was  also directed to explain the status of the provided information vis-à-vis the reasons for delay in the supply of information, in person, 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 requests that the case may be closed. 
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of  and closed. 
                                                                                         Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-10-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bharat Bhushan Khullar,

Gali No.2,Indra Colony,

Pathankot-145001.








…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Incharge Primary School,

Mamial, Block Pathankot-1,

 Pathankot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer (E), 


Pathankot.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 372 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri Bharat Bhushan Khullar, Appellant, in person.

Dr. Jarnail Singh, DEO(EE) Pathankot, on behalf of  the respondents.



Shri  Bharat Bhushan Khullar  vide an RTI application dated  05-11-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding grant received for Civil Works by Government Primary School, Mamial P.O. Ghrota, District: Pathankot.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  24-12-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 12-01-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-01-2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.04.2015.

3.

On 22.04.2015,  the respondent informed  that the dates mentioned in the RTI application were  not in order due to which the information had not been supplied to 
the appellant. After hearing both the parties, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete 
information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 07.05.2015. 
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4.

On 07.05.2015,  the respondent handed  over information to the appellant in the court. After perusing the information, the appellant informed  that he was not satisfied as the information was  incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant was  

directed to send his observations on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information in view of the observations,  which would  be submitted  by  the appellant in due course. The case was adjourned to 17.06.2015.

5.

On 17.06.2015, the respondent informed  that the requisite information had  already been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that the provided information was  incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to submit the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission within 10  days and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned to 28.07.2015.
6.

On 28.07.2015,  the appellant informed  that he had  sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO on 27.06.2015 and thereafter                                                                                          no information had  been supplied to him as yet. The respondent was  not present. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity was afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the appellant  after removing the deficiencies, pointed out him, before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action as per the  provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 03.09.2015.
7.

On 03.09.2015,  the appellant informed  that complete information had not been supplied to him as yet. None was  present on behalf of the respondent during second consecutive hearing without any intimation. Viewing the callous and lackadaisical approach being adopted by the PIO  in this  case, he 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. 

8.

Besides, Dr.  Jarnail Singh, D.E.O.(E) Pathankot was directed to ensure the compliance of the orders. He was also directed to explain the status of the provided 
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information vis-à-vis the reasons for delay in the supply of information, in person, on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
9.

Today, the appellant informs that partial information has been supplied to him. He points out deficiencies in the provided information. Consequently,  Dr.  Jarnail Singh, D.E.O.(E) Pathankot, appearing on behalf of the respondents,  assures that remaining information will be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. Accordingly, PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission.  

10.

Adjourned to  15.12.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing  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: 28-10-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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

Village Mamiyal, P.O.: Gharota,

Tehsil & District: Pathankot-143533.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

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

2.
First Appellate Authority,

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


………Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 948 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None for the   Appellant.
Dr. Jarnail Singh, DEO(EE) Pathankot, on behalf of  the respondents.
Shri  Rajinder Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24.01.2015, addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding SMC Committees of Government Primary School Mamial, Block Pathankot-1 alongwith photo copies of resolutions.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 26.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  10.03.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  13.03.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.06.2015.

3.

On 17.06.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him so far. A perusal of case file revealed  that notice of hearing in this case 

had  been inadvertently sent  to D.E.O.(S) Pathankot. Then a copy of the order 

alongwith  copy of RTI application,  was sent to  D.E.O.(E) Pathankot with the directions that requisite information be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 28.07.2015.
4.

On 28.07.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him so far. None was  present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the 
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absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 03.09.2015.
5.

On 03.09.2015 again, the appellant informed  that no information had been supplied to him till date. None was  present on behalf of the respondents during third consecutive hearing. Viewing the callous and lackadaisical approach being adopted by the respondent in this case,  seriously, the PIO was  issued a Show-Cause Notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, to explain in writing through  a duly attested  affidavit, on the next date of hearing as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day,  subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and also as  to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. He was  also afforded an opportunity of personal  hearing, on the next date of hearing,  before taking any action against him. The case was adjourned for today. 

6.

Today, Dr. Jarnail Singh, DEO(EE) Pathankot, appearing  on behalf of  the respondents, submits a letter No. 2460-61, dated 19.10.2015, addressed to the appellant, with a copy endorsed to the Commission, vide which requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. He also submits a copy of receipt taken from the appellant in this regard.  Besides, he submits a duly attested affidavit in response to show-cause notice issued to him on the last date of hearing vide which he has explained reasons for delay, which are accepted and thus no action is required to be taken for imposing penalty upon the PIO  and awarding compensation to the appellant. 
7.

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








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-09-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

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

Focal Point, Ludhiana – 141010. 






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (G),

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.



…Respondents





Appeal Case  No. 992 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Mukesh Kumar, DRO-cum-PIO,  on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Kuldip Kumar Kaura, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 07.11.2015, addressed to PIO, sought following  information on 4  points:-

(1)
Copy of orders passed by the Deputy Commissioner Ludhiana to conduct the meetings of officers/officials on off days.

(2)
Copy of attendance record of employees on such meetings.

(3)
Copy of office order passed granting compensatory leave to employees.

(4)
Copy of office orders issued to cancel the meetings on the spot,  if any, without prior notice.

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 13.12.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 17.03.2015  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 
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issued to the parties for 18.06.2015, which was postponed to 26.06.2015 due to certain administrative reasons.

3.

A letter No. 1822/5709/PIO/RTI, dated 18.06.2015 was  received from DRO-cum-PIO, Ludhiana informing that the appellant had  been asked vide letter No. 862/5709/PIO/RTI, dated 16.03.2015 to contact Superintendent(General), office of D.C. Ludhiana for inspection of record.

4.

A letter dated 23.06.2015 was  received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he  was  unable to attend hearing to due to ill health. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date.  He  also  informed that he had  been asked by the PIO to inspect the record but the record was  not voluminous for which inspection  was  required. He  alleged that the record was   being  suppressed intentionally. He  submitted to serve the respondent PIO with a notice for penalty and compensation u/s 20(1) and 19(8)b as they had  wasted eight months in the supply of few pages of information. 

5.

Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant as per his RTI application before the next date of hearing. He was  also directed to explain reasons for delay in the supply of information.  On the request of the appellant, the case was adjourned to 28.07.2015.
6.

A letter dated 24.07.2015 was  received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to ill health. He  further informed that no information had been supplied to him as yet. He  requested that a notice might  be issued to the PIO under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 for imposing penalty.

7.

On 28.07.2015,  the respondent sought  some more time to enable them to supply the information as  the PIO was  on ex-India leave. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay, failing which punitive action would be  initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 08.09.2015. 
8.

A letter dated 03.09.2015 was  received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend the hearing on 08.09.2015  due to ill health. He 
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Further  informed that no information had  been supplied to him till date. He  requested to impose penalty upon the PIO and award compensation to him.

9.

On 08.09.2015,  the respondent submitted  a letter No. 2902/RTI, dated 07.09.2015 from Deputy Commissioner Ludhiana seeking exemption for DRO-cum-PIO from personal appearance in the Commission today due to visit of Deputy Chief Minister, Punjab, to Ludhiana. Deputy Commissioner Ludhiana  requested to adjourn the case to some other date.

10.

The respondent also submitted  a letter No. 2900/5709/OIO/RTI, dated 07.09.2015 from DRO-cum-PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, a copy of which had  also been sent to the appellant, vide which facts and circumstances of the instant case had  been narrated. 

11.

Accordingly, DRO-cum-PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana was  directed to explain the factual position of the case vis-à-vis the reasons for delay in the supply of information, in person, on the next date of  hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
12.

Today, the appellant informs that provided information is incorrect. The PIO submits that the sought information is vague as it does not clearly indicate as to which Departmental meeting the appellant is referring to. The appellant clarifies that he wants information regarding meetings of officers/officials of Deputy Commissioner Office only. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply detailed information regarding meetings convened by Deputy Commission with its officers/officials during the period from 2012 to 2014, to the appellant and in case the information is not available on record, then a duly attested affidavit to this effect be submitted on the next date of hearing. 
13.

Adjourned to  22.12.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing  in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 








 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-10-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase: 3B1, S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali) – 160059.



…Appellant
                           Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

SCO No. 13-14, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

SCO No. 13-14, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1229 of 2015   

Order
Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  Appellant, in person.

Ms. Urvashi Goel, ETO and Ms. Veena Rani, Superintendent,   on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  H. S. Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 20.01.2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 10  points regarding inquiring the  conduct of Taxation Officials of Moga for not taking any action in the cases of unregistered Firms for non-payment of VAT and other taxes to the Department alongwith Action Taken Report on his complaints dated 01.12.2013 and 24.02.2014 and 04.08.2014.
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 23.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 09.04.2015    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 09.04.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 30.06.2015.
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3.

A letter dated 30.06.2015 was  received through e-mail from the appellant
seeking exemption from personal appearance.  He  informed that no information had 

been supplied to him till date and  requested that the respondents might  be directed to
provided him complete point-wise information. He  further requested to adjourn the case to some other date.   Smt. Urvashi Goel, ETO-cum-APIO, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that a report from AETC Moga  had  been sent to the appellant on 04.06.2015 and no observations had  been received from him till date. Accordingly, the appellant  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 29.07.2015.
4.

On 29.07.2015, the respondent informed  that requisite information had been sent to the appellant on 04.06.2015. The appellant informed  that he had not received the information as yet. Consequently, the respondent handed  over information to the appellant in the court.  After going through the provided information, the appellant informed  that the provided information was  incorrect and irrelevant. He submitted  that a show-cause notice might  be issued to the PIO for the delay in the supply of information. 

5.

After hearing both the parties, the PIO was  directed to supply correct information to the appellant exactly as per his RTI application, before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 08.09.2015.
6.

On 08.09.2015,  the respondent handed  over information to the appellant. The appellant, while expressing dis-satisfaction, asserted  that he wanted  Action Taken Report from ETC, Punjab, Chandigarh on his complaint dated 04.08.2014  regarding inquiring the  conduct of Taxation Officials of Moga for not taking any action in the cases of unregistered Firms for non-payment of VAT and other taxes to the Department. During discussion, it was  observed that complaint dated 04.08.2014 was  not in  the possession  of the respondent.  While  handing over a copy of complaint dated 04.08.2014 to the respondent, the PIO was  directed to supply a detailed Action Taken Report to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
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7.

Today, the appellant submits that he has sent a copy of his complaint dated 04.08.2014 to the PIO by post and he will submit documentary proof in this 
regard, on the next date of hearing. 
8.

Adjourned to 15.12.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-10-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

H.No.3402 Sector 71,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.160071.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Committee, Moga-142001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Committee, 
Moga-142001.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 400 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, Appellant, in person.

Shri Vijay Kumar,   on behalf of the respondents.



Shri  H.S.Hundal  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  14-11-2014,       addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 5 points regarding approved Plan of Dutt Road, Moga including all its internal streets.

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  15-12-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  20-01-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 20-01-2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.04.2015.

3.

On 22.04.2015, none was  present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent nor any intimation had been received from them. Therefore, one more  opportunity was  afforded to them to pursue their case. However, the respondent PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 03.06.2015.

4.

On 03.06.2015,  the respondent handed  over a letter No. 105, dated 29.05.2015 to the appellant in the court containing reply to his RTI application vide 
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which  it had  been informed that since  Master Plan  of Moga  was  not available, information  regarding Point No. 1 could not  be supplied. It had  been further informed that the information asked for at Points No. 2, 3, 4 and 5 was  vague. Accordingly, Shri Baljit Singh Dhillon, Inspector-cum-PIO was  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, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 16.07.2015, which was further postponed to 30.07.2015 due to certain administrative reasons.

5.

On 30.07.2015,  the appellant informed that no information had been supplied to him till date. Smt. Monica Anand, A.T.P. Moga-cum-PIO, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the sought information was  not readily available in their record and the same would  have to be prepared after conducting a survey. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the PIO was directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 08.09.2015.
6.

On 08.09.2015,  the respondent handed  over information to the appellant in the court. After perusing the provided information, the appellant informed  that the provided information was  incomplete, incorrect and misleading. Accordingly, Shri Vijay Kumar, ATP-cum-PIO was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record to explain the factual position of the case so that complete and correct information could be supplied to the appellant. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

Today, Shri Vijay Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondents seeks adjournment to enable them to supply complete information to the appellant, which is granted. 
8.

Adjourned to  15.12.2015  at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing  in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









               Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-10-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms. Vandana Soni w/o Sh. Ajay Mehra,

H.No. 134, Shastri Nagar,

Gali No.1, Majitha Road, Amritsar.





Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Headmistress,

Arya Girls High School, Tarn Taran.





Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1632 of 2015

ORDER
Present:

Shri Rahul Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Sagar Aggarwal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated  nil addressed to the respondent, Ms. Vandana Soni sought copies of attendance registers of all the teachers from 01.01.2011 to 30.05.2015.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Ms. Vandana Soni   filed a complaint dated 07-07-2015  with the Commission, which was received in it on 07-07-2015  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 09.09.2015.
3.

On 09.09.2015, Ld. Counsel for the complainant informed  that no information had  been supplied to the complainant as yet. Ld. Counsel for the respondents sought  time to file a detail reply in the matter, which was  granted. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to the complainant. Ld. Counsel for the respondents makes a written submission dated 25.10.2015, stating that their  school is government aided only  upto 10th Class while the classes X+I and X+II are self financed by the duly elected and approved management Committee of the school and the staff engaged for these two classes are paid out of own resources of the Management Committee and therefore  the 
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School is partially private and partially public  and hence not obliged to furnish the information. It has further been stated that sought information is not in the larger public interest and it has been sought with  the ulterior motive by  the complainant as a  criminal case has been registered by the school staff against the complainant and her husband for taking objectionable photographs of school teachers and girls. He hands over copies of appellant’s service book but denies to supply copies of attendance register of teachers on the ground that 10+1 and 10+2 classes are not aided  by the Government. 
5.

After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, it is observed that the plea put forth by the PIO for supply of partial information is not acceptable as the case registered against the complainant has no relevance with the information sought by the complainant and hence the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 
6.

Adjourned to   08.12.2015 at 11.00 AM. for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 28-10-2015



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms. Sonia Rani, 

r/o HL – 168, Sukhdev Nagar, 

Focal Point, Ludhiana – 141010.






…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Chief Administrator,

Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority,

Raj Guru Nagar, Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o  Additional Chief Administrator,

Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority,

Raj Guru Nagar, Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.


…..Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 844 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
Shri Tarlochan Singh, father of appellant, on her behalf.
None on behalf of the respondent.

This  case was last heard by Shri S. S. Channy, Chief Information Commissioner Punjab on 30.07.2015,  when the representative of the respondents promised to expedite the information before the next date of hearing. It was made clear that in case the information was not supplied, action for imposing penalty upon the PIO and awarding compensation to the appellant will also be considered on the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned to 15.09.2015. In the mean time this case was  transferred to this Bench  for further hearing.

2.

On 15.09.2015,  none was  present for the respondent, without any intimation.   Viewing the willful absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO 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  be initiated against him, ex-parte. The case was adjourned for today.
Contd……p/2

AC- 844 of 2015   



-2-

3.

Today, the representative of the appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete. He submits that the PIO is malafidely denying the information to the appellant and requests that necessary action may be taken against the PIO under Sections 19(8)(b) and 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of information as  the instant  RTI application is pending since 26.12.2014. 
4.

Accordingly, a Show-cause Notice is issued to the PIO to explain reasons through a  duly attested affidavit as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by her during this long period. 
5.

Adjourned to 22.12.2015  at 11.00 AM for further hearing 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: 28-10-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Rajwant Kaur ,

D/o Shri Ranjit Singh Messopurian,

Village: Raichak, Tehsil: Dera Baba Nanak,

District: Gurdaspur.








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer(E),

Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Public Instructions(E),


Punjab School Education Board Complex,


Sector: 62, S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali)




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1332 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Smt. Rajwant Kaur,  Appellant, in person.

None for  the respondents.
Smt. Rajwant  Kaur, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 23.07.2014,        addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding recruitment of Teaching Fellows of Ex-Serviceman Category.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 26.09.2014 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  22.01.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.07.2015.
3.

On 08.07.2015,  the respondent informed  that requisite information had 
been supplied to the appellant on 04.07.2015. He handed  over one more copy  of the 
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information to the appellant in the court. The appellant expressed  dissatisfaction while stating that the provided information  was  incomplete. Accordingly, the PIO  was 

 directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 05.08.2015.

4.

On 05.08.2015,  the respondent informed  that requisite information, available on record, had  been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 452-453, dated 06.07.2015. The appellant informed  that the provided information was  incomplete and incorrect. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send her observations, on the provided information, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant  in view of her  observations, after collecting from the concerned quarters. The case was adjourned to 15.09.2015.
5.

On 15.09.2015,  a letter dated 15.09.2015 was  received through e-mail from DEO(EE) Gurdaspur  informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to some unavoidable  official engagements neither any official had been deputed for the same. He  further informed that information, available on record, had  already been supplied to the appellant.  While tendering apology for his  absence, he  requested to adjourn the case to some other date.

6.

The appellant informed  that she had  sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO but complete information had not been supplied to her as yet. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by her, before the next date of hearing failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him as her RTI application was  pending since 23.07.2014. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

Today, the appellant informs that complete information has still not been supplied to her as yet. None is present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of the respondent, one last opportunity is provided to the PIO to supply complete information to the appellant, failing which punitive action will be initiated against him, ex-parte.
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8.

Adjourned to 03.12.2015  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-10-2015


             State Information Commissioner
9.

After the hearing is over and appellant has left,  Shri Dharam Pal, Senior Assistant, office of D.E.O.(EE), Gurdaspur appears before the Commission and submits that he has got late due to break down of the bus in which he was travelling. He submits a letter No. 566, dated 26.10.2015 from PIO-cum-DEO(EE) Gurdaspur vide which available information has been sent. It has further been submitted that complete relevant  record is not available in their office and the appellant has been informed accordingly. 
10.

In these circumstances, the appellant is directed to send her observations, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 

11.

Adjourned to 03.12.2015  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-10-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manpreet Singh s/o Shri Baljit Singh,

12-Model Town, Kapurthala.





…Complainant


Versus

Public Information Officer







o/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kapurthala.








…Respondent


Complaint  Case No.  1520 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
Shri Tara Singh, on behalf of the   complainant.

Shri Pavittar  Singh, Clerk, office of  BDPO Dhilwan and Shri Tarlochan Singh, VDO, office of BDPO Kapurthala,  on behalf 
 of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 13-04-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Manpreet Singh  sought various information regarding names of Gram Panchayats in the Assembly constituency of Kapurthala, who have passed resolutions for allotment of residential plots to the members of the families of Scheduled Castes/Scheduled Tribes and Backward Classes alongwith village-wise number of plots carved out for the said purpose. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Manpreet Singh  filed a complaint dated  18-06-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  22-06-2015 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  20.08.2015.

3.

On 20.08.2015,  Shri Tara Singh, appearing on behalf of the complainant, informed  that the provided information was  incomplete. After discussing the matter at length, the appellant was  directed to send the deficiencies, in the provided information,

to the PIO with a copy to the Commission and the PIO was  directed to supply the remaining information, before the next date of hearing,  after removing the deficiencies, which would  be furnished by the appellant in due course of time. The case was adjourned to 06.10.2015.
4.

On 06.10.2015,  the respondent informed  that requisite information had
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been supplied to the complainant by post on 18.08.2015. However, he had  brought the information for handing over the same to the complainant in the court but the complainant was  not present. Accordingly, the respondent was  directed to send the information to the complainant by registered post and the complainant was  directed to send his observations, if any, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today. 
5.

After the hearing was  over, Shri Tara Singh appeared  before the Commission, on behalf of the complainant  and explained  reasons for his late arrival.  Accordingly, he was  apprised of the proceedings taken place earlier during the hearing. 

6.

Today, the respondent  informs that the information has been supplied to the complainant. The representative of the complainant points out certain deficiencies in the provided information and requests the Commission to direct the PIO to supply him complete information alongwith Action Taken Report on the resolutions. He further submits that a period of more than 6 months has lapsed but complete information has not been supplied to the complainant so far. Accordingly, a Show-Cause Notice is issued to PIO-cum-DDPO Kapurthala to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit as to why a penalty at rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him during this long period. He is also afforded an opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing before taking any action for imposing penalty and awarding compensation. 
7.

Adjourned to  26.11.2015 at 11.00 AM.  for further hearing  in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-10-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
CC:

District Development and Panchayat Officer,
REGISTERED



Kapurthala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri N. B. Bansal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 169, Jan Sahaitya Kender,

Opposite Mini Secretariat, Patiala – 147001.



…Complainant


                          Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o Chief Secretary, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat – 1, Chandigarh.


Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, 

Punjab Subordinate Services Selection Board,

Forest Complex, Sector: 68, Mohali.




…Respondent


Complaint  Case No. 1622 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for  the complainant.

Ms. Kulwant Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of S.S.S. Board, Punjab on behalf of the respondent.


This  case was last heard by Shri S. S. Channy, Chief Information Commissioner Punjab on 12.08.2015 when none was present for the  complainant without any intimation and the officials  from the office of Subordinate Services Selection Board, Punjab,  appearing on behalf  of the respondent,  informed that the  instant RTI application,  originally addressed to the Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab, was transferred to their office under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and reached their office on 08.06.2015 through General Coordination Branch and  Department of Personnel.  They submitted a reply during course of hearing. Since none was present for the complainant, the respondents were directed to send a copy of the reply to the complainant by registered post and the complainant was advised to revert back to the PIO in case of any deficiency.  Consequently, the case was adjourned for hearing on 15.09.2015.  In the mean time this case had been transferred to this Bench  for further hearing.
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2.

On 15.09.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the complainant informed  that deficiencies in the provided information had  been furnished to the PIO. The respondent informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the complainant. Ld. Counsel for the complainant expressed  dissatisfaction. Consequently, the matter was  discussed in detail point-wise and found that the information regarding Points No. 2, 3 and 5 was  still incomplete. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant in the light of the discussion held in the court, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 08.10.2015.
3.

On 08.10.2015,  the representative of the complainant made  a written submission, dated 08.10.2015, stating that  that no  information had  been supplied to the complainant so far. None was present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO to supply the complete information to the complainant 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 for today.
4.

Today, a telephonic message has been received from the complainant informing that he is not a position to attend the hearing today. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
5.

Ms. Kulwant Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of S.S.S. Board, Punjab, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informs that the information has already been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 07.10.2015 by post. Accordingly, the complainant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
6.

Adjourned to 22.12.2015  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28-10-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

