STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele : 0172-4630062, FAX : 0172-4630888





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Lakhbir Singh 

S/o Sh. Naranjan Singh

Resident of Village Retgarh 

Post Office Dhanetha, 

Tehsil Samana, District Patiala. 




           …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Samana, District Patiala.






… Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.1360/2013
Present:
Sh.Lakhbir Singh, Complainant in person (89682-17051)

Sh. Barkha Ram, Panchyat Secretary, (75893-25272) on behalf of Respondent.  
ORDER
RTI Application filed on 


:

30.1.2013 

PIO Replied




:

Nil
First Appeal Filed



:

Nil
Complaint/ Second Appeal Received 
:

 1.4.2013
in State Information Commission  on

Information Sought 


:



Grants received and spent by Gram Panchayat Village Retgarh, from 1.8.2008 to 31.1.2013. 
Grounds for Complaint/Appeal

:

No information was supplied










Contd.p/2

-2-

COMPLAINT CASE NO.1360/2013
Relevant Facts Emerging during 
:


Hearing 

On the last date of hearing the Respondent was directed to supply the information without any deposit of fee as demanded by Respondent because the demand of fee was to be made within 10 days of the receipt of the RTI Application. Today the Complainant has stated that he has received the complete information as per his satisfaction. Since the needful has been done, the case is closed. 

DECISION :


 The case is, therefore, closed and disposed off.


 Announced in open Court. The copies of order be sent to the parties. 







   


  (Satinder Pal Singh)

June 28, 2013.



     

 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele : 0172-4630062, FAX : 0172-4630888





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate (90419-83187)

# 397, 2nd Floor, 

Sector-9, Panchkula 


  
      
  

  …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar Punjab Technical University, 

Jalandhar- Kapurthala Highway, 

Near Pushpa Gujral Science City, Kapurthala, 

Punjab -144601. 
  
   


    


 … Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.957/2013
Present :
None on behalf of Complainant 


Sh. Sanjeev Kumar (9781501190) Attendant on behalf of Respondent.
ORDER
RTI Application filed on 


:

9.1.2013 

PIO Replied




:

Nil
First Appeal Filed



:

Nil
Complaint/ Second Appeal Received 
:

 26.2..2013
in State Information Commission  on

Information Sought 



:




Regarding certified copy of Change of land Use (CLU) Certificate by various technical institutions situated in Punjab. 
Grounds for Complaint/Appeal

:

No information was supplied
Cont. Page-2
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.957/2013

Relevant Facts Emerging during 

:


Hearing 

On the last date of hearing the Complainant could not be present – today also he has intimated telephonically that he may be or may not be able to come. However, on 22.5.2013, the Respondent was directed to file the affidavit in case record pertaining to 47 colleges is not available. Out of all the 78 colleges, record of 31 colleges has already been supplied by the Respondent to the Complainant. On 13 June, 2013 the Respondent had brought the affidavit which however could not be handed over to the Complainant as he was not present. Today also since the Complainant is not present, affidavit cannot be handed over. The Respondent is again present today but due to the absence of the Complainant the affidavit cannot be handed over personally. This affidavit has been taken on record of this complaint case file which would be handed over to the Complainant as and when he appears before the Commission. Since the needful has already been done by the Respondent as directed by this Commission, the case is closed. 
DECISION :


 The case is, therefore, closed and disposed off.


 Announced in open Court. The copies of order be sent to the parties. 






   


  (Satinder Pal Singh)

June 28, 2013.



     

 State Information Commissioner

Note : Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, Complainant appeared after the Commission proceedings and he was informed of the outcome and the affidavit was handed over to him.









Satinder Pal Singh)
June 28, 2013.



     

 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele : 0172-4630062, FAX : 0172-4630888





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. Bhupinder Singh (94175-39363)

H.No. B-1/127/MCH

Gali Gobindgarh, 

P.O. Bahadurpur, 

Hoshiarpur-146001.








  …Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (Colleges), Punjab

PSEB Complex, Phase 8,

Mohali

2. First Appellate Authority 

O/o DPI (Colleges), Punjab

PSEB Complex, Phase 8,

Mohali




 

      … Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.835/2013
Present :
None on behalf of Appellant. 



Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Superintendent on behalf of Respondent.   

ORDER
RTI Application filed on 


:

 24.12.2012
PIO Replied




:

Nil
First Appeal Filed



:

23.1.2013
Second Appeal Received 

:

2.4.2013
 

in State Information Commission  on

Information Sought 


:



Regarding copy of ruling (Statutory law) vide which DPI Office approval is required after my joining the college as principal even when DPI Nominee alongwith other members has already approved me for the post of Principal and  the copy of ruling vide which principal can be again kept on probation when he has completed one year probation period.  

Cont. page-2
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APPEAL CASE NO.835/2013

Grounds for Complaint/Appeal

:

No information was supplied

Relevant Facts Emerging during 
:


Hearing 


Appellant is again absent today. The Respondent No. 1 who was absent on the last date of hearing, is present today and he has supplied a copy of the intimation sent by the Respondent office to the Appellant on 27.6.2013 by Registered Post vide which the requisite information sought by the Appellant has been supplied to him at his given address. Since the needful has been done the case is closed. 

DECISION :


 The case is, therefore, closed and disposed off.


 Announced in open Court,

The copies of order be sent to the parties. 







   


  (Satinder Pal Singh)

June 26, 2013.



     

 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele : 0172-4630062, FAX : 0172-4630888





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Amrit Singh, 

R/o 65, Sector 52, Village Kajheri, 

Chandigarh, -160036. 




          

 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (Colleges), Punjab
PSEB Complex, Phase 8,

Mohali










… Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.1285/2013
Present 
:
Sh. Amrit Singh, Complainant in person (98550-40066).




None on behalf of Respondent.

ORDER


The Respondent is absent today as he was absent on the last date of hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 


In view of the above, PIO, O/o DPI (Colleges), Punjab, PSEB Complex, Phase 8, Mohali  will show cause under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty upto  Rs 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation upto Rs.25,000/- @ Rs.250/- per day be not awarded to the Complainant under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 under Section 19 (8) (b) for the detriment suffered.  


In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty/ compensation on the next date of hearing.


He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be  presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 


He shall remain present in the commission on the next date of hearing. 


To come up on 25.7.2013 at 10.30 AM. 
 








 (Satinder Pal Singh)

June 26, 2013.



     

 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele : 0172-4630062, FAX : 0172-4630888





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan 

# 78/8 Park Road, 

New Mandi, Dhuri., 







 
 …Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner, Cooperative, Punjab 

Room No. 310, 3rd Floor, 

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh 

2. First Appellate Authority 

O/o Financial Commissioner, Cooperative, Punjab 

Room No. 310, 3rd Floor, 

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh 
    
… Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.595/2013
Present:
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan (98722-20039) Appellant in person 



1.Sh. Rajnish Tuli, PIO (95920-09121) from Agro industries,



2.Sh. Sarup Lal, Superintendent (FCD) (97793-97674) &



3.Sh. Mukesh Juneja, (96463-00190)Punjab Mandi Board 



4. Sh. Gian Singh, PIO, Horticulture Department (7508012885)



5. Mrs. Nirmala Devi, Junior Assistant, Punjab State Seeds Corporation. 

ORDER
RTI Application filed on 


:

5.9.2012 

PIO Replied




:

18.10.2012
First Appeal Filed



:

23.11.2012
Second Appeal Received 


:

 6.3.2013
in State Information Commission  on

Information Sought 



:


On various points regarding grant of Ex-India leave to employees. 
Grounds for Complaint/Appeal

:

No information was supplied
Cont. page-2
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APPEAL CASE NO.595/2013

Relevant Facts Emerging during 

:


Hearing 

Regarding question whether the Appellant is Indian Citizen or Canadian Citizen as on today, attention of the Commission has been drawn to the two enquiries conducted and in which orders were passed by Financial Commissioner (Cooperation) Punjab on 27.9.2011 and 8.5.2012 in which mentions have been made of intimation by Barrister & Solicitors, Mr. Matatyau Matthew Moyal, Toronto in his letter dated 13.5.2008, which I quote - 

“Our records show that the applicant was granted Canadian Citizenship on August 26, 1999. According to Indian Citizenship Laws he would have ceased to be a citizen of India when he was naturalized in Canada. The Indian passport provided with his application is not acceptable proof of his current status in India as it was issued prior to his acquiring Canadian Citizenship. The applicant will have to provide us with a document issued by the Indian authorities, confirming that he is or will become a citizen of India”. 


The Appellant in his rebuttal has produced a copy of the letter written by Deputy Commission, Sangrur to Under Secretary, Punjab Government, Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Passport Branch Chandigarh dated 16.7.2010 in which the case of re-acquiring of Indian Citizenship was forwarded by the Deputy Commissioner to the Home Department. Latest status as on today regarding his Indian Citizenship is not clear. Appellant has also produced copies of Annexures A and B regarding providing of information under RTI Rules to NRIs. 
Meanwhile part information was already provided by the Respondent, and today also the respective Respondents have already brought the requisite information desired by the Appellant which is being handed over to the Appellant.  Since the needful has been, done the case is closed. However in future cases, if any, the appellant must produce conclusive proof of having been granted Indian Citizen as on today. 
DECISION :


 The case is, therefore, closed and disposed off.


 Announced in open Court, 
The copies of order be sent to the parties. 







   

  
(Satinder Pal Singh)

June 26, 2013.



     

 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele : 0172-4630062, FAX : 0172-4630888





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Lakhwinder Singh
S/o Sh. Nachhatar Singh
VPO Ina Bajwa,

Tehsil Dhuri, District Sangrur




 
 …Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer (BDPO)

Sherpur, District Sangrur










… Respondent

REMANDED TO :
DISTRICT DEVELOPMENT & PANCHAYAT ODFFICER (DDPO)

SANGRUR

COMPLAINANT CASE NO. 1211/2013
Present :
Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Complainant in person (98145-56659) alongwith


Sh. S. M. Bhanot, representative of Complainant.



Sh. Jaspal Singh, Samiti Patwati (94635-09705) and 


Sh. Ranjit Singh. Panchayat Secretary (95920-42506) on behalf of 



Respondent.

ORDER
RTI Application filed on 


:
7.1.2013
 

PIO Replied




:
4.2.2013


First Appeal Filed



:
Nil

Complaint/ Second Appeal Received 
:
18.3.2013
 

in State Information Commission  on

Information Sought 



:



Regarding grants and its expenditure by the Gram Panchayat, Village Ina Bajwa from 1.1.2008 to 31.12.2012 and information regarding old age pension.











Contd. p/2
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COMPLAINANT CASE NO. 1211/2013
Grounds for Complaint/Appeal

:

No information was supplied

Relevant Facts Emerging during 

:


Hearing 


Sh. Jaspal Singh, Samiti Patwari is present today alongwith authority letter.

 
On the last date of hearing the information which was brought by the Respondent was gone through by the Complainant and Sh. S. M. Bhanot. Sh. Bhanot had pointed out certain incomplete information and the Respondent was directed to supply the complete information by the next date of hearing which was fixed for today.


Today the complete information was handed over duly attested to the Complainant. Sh. Bhanot has pointed out that Rs. 3180/- had been deposited by the Complainant as fee for preparing copies of 1590 copies. Although this fee has been deposited by the Complainant but as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 this demand of fee was to be made within 10 days of receipt of RTI application which in this particular case was made after almost a month. Since this fee had been deposited against the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, the Respondent is ordered to refund this fee to the Complainant.

The Respondent has stated that the requisite information was sent by him to the complainant by Registered Post and produced the receipt of the same also. However, the Complainant alleged that he has not received this Registered Letter. On the 2nd date of hearing the Respondent brought the information again which the Complainant found to be incomplete. Today the complete information was brought and handed over to the Complainant. 











Contd. p/3

-3-

COMPLAINANT CASE NO. 1211/2013

This case was filed before this Commission on 18.3.2013 and the needful has been done by the respondent today, i.e. on 3rd date of hearing. In my opinion the Respondent has taken due action on the RTI application without much delay and therefore although Sh. Bhanot demanded a compensation of Rs. 50,000/- to be paid to the Complainant for the mental agony, harassment and the detriment suffered on the part of Respondent, in my opinion this is uncalled for because the information was sent by Respondent earlier also by regd. post although the complainant alleges that he never received it. Later also information was submitted – although the complainant claimed it was incomplete. Due action was definitely taken by the respondent. 

The Complainant has again submitted in writing that instead of 1566 pages, copies of 650 pages have been provided till today and moreover the information is still not complete. The Complainant has also stated that the information is voluminous it is not possible to scrutinize today. The Complainant has not availed the provision of filing first appeal before the First Appellate Authority and has come directly before this Commission This Complainant Case is therefore remanded to the First Appellate Authority, i.e. District Development & Panchayat Officer (DDPO) Sangrur who will provide complete information and also enquire into it whether the information provided by the Respondent till today is genuine or concocted, as is being alleged by the Complainant. The parties are directed to appear before the First Appellate Authority, i.e. District Development & Panchayat Officer (DDPO) Sangrur on 29.7.2013 at 11.00 AM. The case is, therefore, closed. 
DECISION :


 The case is, therefore, closed and disposed off.

 Announced in open Court, The copies of order be sent to the parties. 







   

 
 (Satinder Pal Singh)

June 28, 2013.



     

 State Information Commissioner


 



