STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

Flat No. 606, Chinar Apartment,

Peer Mushalla, Dhakoli, Zirakpur,

District: Mohali.







…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, Y.R.S. Polytechnic College,

Ferozepur Road, Moga – 142001.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1734 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
None is present on behalf of the  complainant.

Shri Baldev Singh,  on behalf of Shri Amitoj Singh Dhaliwal, Counsel for the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated18.04.2014   addressed to the respondent, Shri               Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, sought particulars of students who are getting benefit of Post Matric Scholarship Scheme for SC and OBC and the details of total amount received from the Government alongwith details of any other Fund/Grant/Reimbursement of Fee etc. received from the Government during the academic year 2011-2012, 2012-2013, 2013-2014.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Sardavinder Goyal filed a complaint dated 20.06.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on the same day  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  11.09.2014.
3.

 On 11.09.2014, the complainant stated that no information had been supplied to him. He submitted  a copy of order passed by Shri Parveen Kumar and Shri Satinder Pal Singh, State Information Commissioners  on 23.09.2013 in CC-804/2013 in which  it has been held that Y.R.S. Polytechnic College,Ferozepur Road, Moga is a 

public authority. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. He was  also directed 

to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of factual position of the case. The case was adjourned 02.12.2014. 
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4.

On 02.12.2014 none  was  present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. Accordingly, the respondent PIO was again directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. He was   also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the reasons for delay in the supply of the information, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. 
A copy of the order was forwarded to Director Technical Education, Punjab to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned to 24.02.2015.

5.

On 24.02.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the respondent sought  adjournment for filing reply in this case, which  was  granted and the case was adjourned to 12.05.2015.
6.

On 12.05.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the respondent informed  that the respondent party i.e.  Principal, Y.R.S. Polytechnic College, Ferozepur Road, Moga had filed a CWP No. 10033/2014 in Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court challenging the orders of the Commission and it had  been fixed for hearing on 23.07.2015. He requested  that the instant case might  be fixed for hearing after 23.07.2015. On the request of Ld. Counsel for the respondent, the case was adjourned for today.
7.

Today, Shri Baldev Singh appearing on behalf of Shri Amitoj Singh Dhaliwal, Counsel for the respondent, submits a copy of judgement dated 23.07.2015 passed by Shri Ajay Tewari, Judge in CWP No. 10033/2014 vide which the operation of orders of the Commission has been stayed.  
8.

In view of the stay granted by the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, the instant case is closed. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 29.07.2015 


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  R.C.Verma,

A-76, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officers

SCO No. 66-67,  Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Public Instructions
(Colleges), Punjab,

SCO No. 66-67, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2951 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri R. C. Verma,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondents. 



Shri  R.C.Verma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  04-07-2014,      addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his representation dated 24.05.2014  regarding fixation of pay of Shri Arun Mehra of Hindu College, Amritsar and sanction of his salary grant under 95% Salary deficit Grant-in-aid Scheme. 
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 13-08-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  24-09-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 24-09-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.01.2015.

3.

On 08.01.2015, Shri Surinder Pal, Deputy Director, office of  D.P.I. (Colleges),  Punjab submitted  a letter No. 20/14-2014-Grant-1(1), dated  05.01.2015, 

 which was  taken on record. Vide the said letter it has been informed that an inquiry has been conducted into the matter by Assistant Director(Establishment) and a copy of the inquiry report was  enclosed with the letter. A copy of the Inquiry Report  was  
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handed over to the appellant in the court. 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 03.03.2015.

4.

On 03.03.2015,  the appellant informed  that the provided information  was incomplete and he had  sent his observations to the PIO but no reply had  been received as yet. Respondent informed that observations of the appellant had  not been received in the office as yet. Accordingly, one copy of the observations  was  handed over to the respondent by the appellant in the court. The PIO  was  directed to send requisite information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him. The case was adjourned to 13.05.2015. 

5.

On 13.05.2015,  the respondent informed  that the appellant had  sought Action Taken Report of his representation dated 24.05.2014 but this representation  was  not available in their office. Consequently, a copy of representation dated 24.05.2014  was  handed over to the respondent by the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today. 
6.

Today, the respondent hands over requisite  information to the appellant in the court today. The appellant seeks time to study the provided information. Accordingly, he is directed to send his observations, if any, on the  provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
7.

Adjourned to  08.09.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing  in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-33-34(First Floor),  Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 29-07-2015


             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,

SAS Nagar, 3B-1, Mohali. 







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner,


Ferozepur.







…Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 991 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  Appellant, in person.
None on  behalf of the respondent.

Shri  H . S. Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 30.12.2014,         addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding Appeal Case No. 2477 of 2014 concerning AETC Moga. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 31.01.2015  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 issued to the parties for 18.06.2015, which was postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.

3.

A letter dated 26.06.2015 was  received through e-mail from the 

appellant seeking exemption from appearance.   He  informed that no information had  been supplied to him till date. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
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4.

A letter dated 06.05.2015 was  received from APIO-cum-ETO, Moga informing that the appellant had  been asked vide letter No. 1051/RTI, dated 12.01.2015 to deposit Rs. 632 as document charges for  the information running into 316 pages but he had not  deposited the same. On the request of the appellant, the case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him so far.  Accordingly, the respondent PIO is 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 will be initiated against him.                                                                         
6.

Adjourned to 08.09.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.








        Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 29-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Bhushan Kumar S/o Shri Amrit Lal,

C/o M/s Bhushan General Store,

Opposite Dr. Grover, Near Bus Stand,

 Rampura Phool – 151103, District: Bathinda.



…Appellant
                    Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer(SE),

Bathinda – 151001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer(SE),

Bathinda – 151001.






…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1243 of 2015   

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Maghi Ram, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Bhushan Kumar, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  06.05.2014, addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his complaint dated 20.11.2013 against Smt. Suresh Rani, Drawing Teacher. 

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  08.12.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 01.04.2015  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.
3.

A letter dated 27.06.2015 was  received from the appellant informing  that he was  unable to attend hearing  on 30.06.2015 due to ill health of his mother. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 

4.

The respondent informed  that requisite information had  been sent to the appellant. Since the appellant  was  not present, the respondent  was  directed  to  send 
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one more copy of information to the appellant and 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 for today.
5.

Today, the appellant is not present without any intimation . The respondent informs that as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, one more copy of information had been sent to the appellant and after receiving some deficiencies from the appellant, complete information was sent to the appellant by registered post on 28.07.2015. He submits a copy of provided information to the Commission, which is taken on record. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 



6.

Adjourned to  12.08.2015 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: 29-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ramesh Nagpal S/o Shri M.R. Nagpal,

House No. 800/A, Street No. 10, Tripuri Town,

Patiala.








…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer(SE),

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer(SE),


Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1288 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant. 
Shri Ashish Kumar Sharma, PIO-cum-Deputy D.E.O. and Shri Gurdarshan Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Ramesh  Nagpal,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  01.12.2014 , addressed to PIO, sought present status of 6 letters, mentioned in his RTI application.   

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  06.01.2015  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  15.04.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 30.06.2015.
3.

On 30.06.2015,  the respondent sought  time to enable them to supply complete information to the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action, under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
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4.

Today, Shri Ashish Kumar Sharma, PIO-cum-Deputy D.E.O. appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs that requisite information has been sent to the appellant through e-mail. He submits a copy of the provided information to the Commission, which is taken on record. The appellant is not present without any intimation. Accordingly, he is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
5.

Adjourned to  10.09.2015 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: 29-07-2015


             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 District Town Planner,

Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Senior Town Planner, 
Ludhiana.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1228 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Harjinder Singh, Planning Officer, office of  District Town Planner, Faridkot, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  H. S. Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 25.11.2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 8  points regarding Change of Land Use. 
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 10.02.2015  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.
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. 
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4.

On 30.06.2015,  Shri Varinder Singh, District Town Planner, Faridkot, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the information   was  ready but it had  not been sent to the appellant as he had  not deposited the document charges till date. Since the appellant had  not been asked to deposit document charges within stipulated time frame as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, the respondent  was directed to send the information to the appellant, free of cost, by registered post.  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 for today.
5.

Today, the respondent informs that the information has been sent to the appellant by registered post on 13.07.2015. The appellant informs that he has not received the information as yet. The respondent assures that he will provide the information to the appellant. Accordingly, the appellant  is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
6.

Adjourned to  08.09.2015 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: 29-07-2015


             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.
Smt. Veena Rani, Superintendent, office of ETC Patiala, 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-pasyment of VAT and other taxes to the Department alongwith Action Taken Report on his complaints dated 01.12.2013 and 24.02.2014.
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.
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 
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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 for today.
4.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been sent to the appellant on 04.06.2015. The appellant informs that he has not received the information as yet. Consequently, the respondent hands over information to the appellant in the court today. After going through the provided information, the appellant informs that the provided information is incorrect and irrelevant. He submits that a show-cause notice may be issued to the PIO for the delay in the supply of information. 
5.

After hearing both the parties, the PIO is 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. 
6.

Adjourned to 08.09.2015 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: 29-07-2015


             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  Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Feroepur.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1310 of 2015   

Order
Present: 
Sh;ri H. S. Hundal,  Appellant, in person.
None   on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  H. S. Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 29.12.2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information to ensure the implementation of provisions of Section 4 of RTI Act, 2015. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 31.01.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 16.04.2015    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16.04.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 30.06.2015.
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 
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to some other date.    The respondent informed  that requisite information had  been 
sent to the appellant by registered post on 30.01.2015. Since the appellant  was  not present, he  was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the appellant informs that the PIO has directed him to  collect the information from the Web-site of the head office of their Department but the sought information is not available there. As the information is to be supplied by the Public Authority, the PIO is directed to send the sought  information to the appellant as per his RTI application. 
5.

Adjourned to 08.09.2015 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: 29-07-2015


             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 Assistant  Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Feroepur.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1358 of 2015   

Order
Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  Appellant, in person.
None   on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  H. S. Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 31.12.2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 8 points relating to L 50 Licence Holders of District Moga.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 31.01.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 22.04.2015    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22.04.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 30.06.2015.
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. 
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4.

The respondent informed  that requisite information had been sent to the appellant by registered post on 13.01.2015 and 22.01.2015. Since the appellant  was  not present, he  was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today. 
5.

Today, the appellant informs that reply has been received from the PIO but the sought documents have not been supplied  till date. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite documents to the appellant as per his RTI application before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.
6.

Adjourned to 08.09.2015 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: 29-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Puneet Kumar Sharma, Advocate,

Chamber No. 349, 2nd Floor, Yadwindra Complex,

Lawyers Chamber, District Courts, Patiala.



…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer(SE),

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director of Public Instructions(SE),


Punjab School Education Board Complex,


Phase-8, Mohali.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1252 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Shri  Puneet Kumar Sharma, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated        01.12.2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 14 points relating to Smt. Sangeeta Rani, Ex-Clerk, Government High School, Kularan, District: Patiala.
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 30.01.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  07.04.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 13.04.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 30.06.2015.
3.

On 30.06.2015,  the respondent submitted  a copy of letter No. E-1/2015/RTI, dated 12.04.2015,  addressed to the appellant with a copy endorsed to the Commission vide which the appellant had  been informed that the information asked for at Points No. 1 to 9 and 11 to 14 related  to Director Administration Mohali and the information asked for at Point No. 10 related  to Headmaster, Government High 
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School, Kularan, District Patiala  and the same might  be obtained from them. After discussing the matter at length, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant after collecting from the concerned quarters.  He  was  also directed to apprise the Commission of 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. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, none is present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents without any intimation. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
5.

Adjourned to 25.08.2015 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: 29-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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

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

Dhuri District Sangrur.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjabi University, Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Punjabi University, Patiala.




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2954 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the  appellant.
Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate,  on behalf of the respondents.



Vide RTI application dated 16-07-2014, addressed  to the respondent, Shri Prem Kumar Rattan  sought various information/documents in respect of entire staff members who have availed of Ex-India Leave for more than 30 days during the last 10 years alongwith copy of application, copy of orders sanctioning the leave, copy of visa and copy of passport. 

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 04-08-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 01-09-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 24-09-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 23.12.2014.

3.

On 23.12.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents  informed  that the information, asked for, by the appellant  was  not available in the office of the University in compiled form. He further stated that the sought information was  very large and 

voluminous and the sources would have to be diverted to prepare the information. He requested  that the appellant might  be asked to seek some specific information. 
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Consequently, the matter was discussed in detail in the presence of both the parties. After the discussion, it  was directed that the information pertaining to only Class-I and Class-II officers, working in the University Campus,   be provided to the appellant, for the last 5 years,  free of cost, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 10.03.2015. 

4.

On 10.03.2015, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant, which had  been duly received by him. The appellant sought  time to study the provided information, which was  granted.  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 29.04.2015. 

5.

A letter dated 29.04.2015 was  received from Shri  Prem Kumar Rattan, appellant,    informing the Commission that he  was  unable to attend court as he had  to appear before Chief Secretary Punjab in connection with his  representation submitted to him. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. He informed that he  had sent the  deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information,  after removing the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 01.07.2015.
6.

On 01.07.2015,  the appellant informed  that the provided information  was  incomplete and  he had already sent deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO. He submitted  a copy of the same dated 15.06.2015 to the  Commission, which was  taken on record. Ld. Counsel for the respondents sought  adjournment of the case to some other date as he wanted  to ascertain  some clarification from the PIO in the matter. On the request of Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case was adjourned for today.
7.

A letter dated 28.07.2015 has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has to appear in the court of S. Sukhwinder Singh, Civil Judge, Patiala. He has further informed that no further information has been supplied to him.
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8.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents has brought the information for handing over to the appellant in the court today. He submits a copy of information to the Commission, which is taken on record.  Since the appellant is not present, Ld. Counsel for the respondents is directed to send the information to the appellant by registered post and the  appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
9.

Adjourned to  09.09.2015 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: 29-07-2015

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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

H. NO. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri Distt: Sangrur. 






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar Dhuri, District: Sangrur

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 136 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Clerk, Tehsil Office, Dhuri, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri. Prem Kumar Rattan,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  20-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 6 points in respect of duties performed by Shri Darshan Singh Sidhu, Tehsildar.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 27-10-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated Nil   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 31.03.2015, which was further postponed to 28.05.2015  due to certain administrative reasons. 

3.

On 28.05.2015,  the respondent informed  that requisite information had  already been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that provided information was  incomplete. Consequently, the sought information was  perused and discussed in detail. After hearing both the parties, the PIO was directed to supply the 
information regarding Points No. 1, 2 and 3 to the appellant, free of cost. Besides, the PIO was  directed to be present in person to explain the factual position of the case alongwith reasons for delay. The case was adjourned to 01.07.2015. 
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4.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Dalbir Bhardwaj, Tehsildar Dhuri  was  present in person on 01.07.2015.   He explained  the status of the case. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, 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. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

A letter dated 28.07.2015 has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has to appear in the court of S. Sukhwinder Singh, Civil Judge, Patiala. He has further informed that the information regarding  Points No. 1 and 3 has not been supplied to him as yet.

6.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. Since the appellant is not present today, he is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
7

Adjourned to 09.09.2015  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: 29-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar,

S/o Shri Jagan Nath Kansal,

R/o House No. 21759, 

Power House Road, Shiv Mandir Street,

BATHINDA.









…..Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda.



…..Respondents











Appeal Case  No. 1506 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri Vijay Kumar,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Krishan Kumar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.

The case was last heard  on 27 .05.2015 by the Bench of Shri B.C. Thakur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. On demitting the office,  on superannuation,  by him, the case has been allotted  to this Bench. 

2.

During hearing on 27.05.2015, the appellant informed that as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing i.e. 21.05.2015,  he visited the office of Ms. Charu Mitta, PIO-cum-Assistant Commissioner, Grievances, office of Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda but no information had been supplied to him. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to  go through the RTI application dated 05.01.2015 personally and ensure that point-wise, correct and duly attested information was provided to the appellant, failing which it would be presumed that the demanded information was being denied to the appellant intentionally and willfully and without affording further opportunity, the penalty provisions of Section 20(1) and 20(2) of RTI Act, 2005 would be invoked against her. The case was adjourned to 09.07.2015.
3.

On 09.07.2015,  Shri Krishan Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondents handed  over some information to the appellant in the court, a copy of 
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which was  submitted to the Commission, which  was  taken on record. After perusing the provided information, the appellant informed  that the provided information  was  not correct as per his RTI application. He submitted  that he filed his RTI application dated 05.01.2015 which was duly received in the office of the PIO on 06.01.2015 and he was asked vide letter dated 02.02.2015 to deposit Rs. 5754/- as document charges , which he deposited on 06.02.2015. He requested  that since he had  not been asked to deposit document charges within stipulated time frame as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, the said amount might  be refunded to him.
After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length,   the PIO  was  directed to refund Rs. 5754/- to the appellant immediately and supply him the complete, correct and duly attested 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/her. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. He submits a copy of the provided information to the Commission, which is taken on record. He further informs that Rs. 5754/- have been refunded to the appellant as per the orders of the Commission. The appellant confirms these facts. 
5.

Since the information stands provided and Rs. 5754/- have been refunded to the appellant, the case is disposed of closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 29-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh, 

S/o Shri Nikka Singh, 

Village: Lohgarh, P.O.: Tanda Ram Sahai,

Tehsil: Mukerian, District: Hoshiarpur.





…..Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab,
Vikas Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab,
Vikas Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.



….Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1402 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri Rajinder Singh,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Jagtar Singh, Senior Assistant, RDE-1 Branch, on behalf of the respondents. 
Shri  Rajinder Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 29.12.2014,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 8 points regarding grants given to Panchayat Samities and Zila Parishads alongwith copies of options given regarding pensions. 
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 10.02.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 17.04.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  23.04.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.07.2015, which was postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
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3.

Today,  Shri Jagtar Singh, Senior Assistant, RDE-1 Branch,  appearing on behalf of the respondents,    informs that the information relating to their office has been supplied to the appellant and the remaining information relates to the office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali. The appellant informs that the information regarding points No. 2,3 and 5 has not been supplied to as yet. Accordingly, the PIO of the office of   Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali,  is directed to supply the information regarding Points No. 2,3 and 5 to the appellant before the next date of hearing.
4.

Adjourned to 10.09.2015  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: 29-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
