



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Rajni c/o Sh. Baldev Raj,

Lichian wala Bagh colony,

Vill. Babowal, Distt. Gurdaspur.                                                   
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Distt. Education Officer (SE),

Ludhiana.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1208   of 2014

      Present:  None for the complainant.

           Shri Dharampal Singh,  Jr. Asstt. for respondent.
ORDER:


Ms.  Rajni,  complainant vide an RTI application dated  20.1.14  addressed to  DEO (SE),  Ludhiana  sought  photo copies of the dispatch register and diary register fro the period  from  1.7.2009 to  31.12.2009 maintained in the office of DEO (SE),  Ludhiana.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 16.4.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, it is noted that on the receipt of RTI Application, the PIO o/o  DEO (SE), Ludhiana immediately demanded from the complainant, an additional fee/document charges  amounting to  Rs.  2316/- for providing information which is running into 1158 pages.   However, Shri Dharampal Singh,  appearing on behalf of  Shri Gurjot Singh, PIO cum Dy. DEO (SE), Ludhiana  stated that no additional fee has been deposited by the applicant-complainant till date though the same was demanded well within time.

It is further noted that neither the applicant-complainant is present today nor anything has been heard from  him.   As such  Ms. Rajni, applicant-complainant  is directed to deposit additional fee/document charges, as stated above,  with the PIO cum Dy. DEO (SE),  Ludhiana within a period of 15 days failing which it shall be presumed that she is no longer interested in seeking the information.   She is also directed to attend the Commission either in person or through her authorized representative on the next date of hearing to defend her case.   


Adjourned to  18.6.14 at 11.00 AM.

                                                                                                         Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 4.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Sham Lal Singla,

s/o Shri Budh Ram,

r/o Mubarak Colony, 

# 494, Gali No. 1, 

Sangrur-148001.                                                                          
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Education Officer,

(SE) Sangrur.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.1212  of 2014

Present: None for complainant.

    Shri  Shiv Kumar,  Clerk for respondent. 
ORDER:


Shri Sham Lal Singla, complainant vide an RTI application dated  3.3.14 addressed to DEO (SE), Sangrur    sought certain information pertaining to the transfer of  Jagtar Singh,  Punjabi Master during the rationalization  of posts  for the year 2012

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 17.4.14.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today,  Shri  Shiv Kumar, Clerk appearing  on behalf of  Shri Sandeep Nagar, Dy. DEO (SE) Sangrur stated that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant vide letter dated  14.5.14 under registered cover.  He also handed over to the Commission one copy of the information sent to the complainant.  As such,  no cause of action survives further and the case is disposed of/closed.
                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 4.6.2014


   
          State Information Commissioner. 

                                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms.  Shailender Sharma,

#482, Harmilap Nagar Baltana,

Distt. Mohali-140603.                                                                      
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior  Superintendent of Police,

Moga.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1218   of 2014
 Present:  None for the complainant.
                 ASI  Major Singh for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Shailender Sharma, complainant vide an RTI application dated  26.2.14  addressed to PIO cum SSP,  Moga  sought following  4 points  information pertaining to FIR no. 4, dated 13.1.14 registered in City  Police Station, South, Moga:-
1)What action has been taken so far and details of investigation carried so far.

2)Whether the recovery of stolen articles made from the accused.

3)Details of investigating officers who have carried the investigation so far.

4)Furnish a copy of the report filed in court, statements/evidence collected and any relevant action taken against the accused.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 16.4.14.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, ASI   Major Singh stated that the requisite information  has been sent to the complainant on 15.4.14 under registered cover.  He also handed over to the Commission one copy of information sent to the complainant.   

A perusal of the provided information reveals that the same is in accordance with the RTI Application made  by the complainant.   As such, the case is disposed of/closed.
                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 4.6.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 




STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Kanwaljit Kaur w/o 

Shri Sukhjit Singh,

Vill. Fatehgarh Korotana,

Tehsil Dharamkot Distt. Moga,                                                     
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Moga. 

                                                                                                     
    Respondent  
                                                             CC No. 1219   of 2014

Present:  Complainant in person.

     Shri  Mandeep Kumar,  Clerk o/o  SDM,  Dharamkot,  Distt.  Moga.
ORDER:


Ms.  Kanwaljit Kaur, complainant vide an RTI application dated  5.10.13 addressed to  SDM, Moga  sought certain information on 3 points for the period from  1999 to 2013 pertaining to the issuance of  Red  Cards to the terrorists affected persons.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on   17.4.14.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, Ms. Kanwaljit Kaur, complainant stated that her RTI Application was transferred  by the SDM,  Moga, to PIO cum SDM, Dharamkot vide letter dated 21.2.14, though the file pertaining to the information demanded by her is still with the office of  SDM,  Moga as informed to her by the officials in the office of SDM,  Dharamkot.

It is noted here that though the complainant is approaching the different quarters for seeking simple information as per RTI Application dated 5.10.13 filed with the SDM, Moga, no information  either by the PIO cum SDM, Moga or by the PIO cum SDM,  Dharamkot  have been supplied to her.


As such, before the penalty provisions of  Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 are considered to be invoked against the concerned PIO  who has failed to provided the information to the applicant within stipulated time as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of the above Act,  both  Shri Mohinder Pal, PCS, SDM,  Moga and Shri Ram Singh, PCS, SDM,  Dharamkot  are directed to appear before the Commission with their written submissions and the relevant record for the perusal of the same by the Commission.

Adjourned to  19.6.14 at   11.00 AM for further hearing.

                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 4.6.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i)Shri Mohinder Pal, PCS,                        (REGISTERED)
   Sub Divisional Magistrate,  Moga. 

II)Shri Ram Singh, PCS,                               (REGISTERED
   Sub Divisional Magistrate,  Dharamkot

   Distt.  Moga.

For necessary compliance.

                                                                                                        Sd/-
. Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 4.6.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner 

                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Kanwaljit Kaur w/o 

Shri Sukhjit Singh,

Vill. Fatehgarh Korotana,

Tehsil Dharamkot Distt. Moga,.                                                            
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga. 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1220   of 2014

Present:  Complainant in person.


     Shri  Mandeep Kumar,  Clerk o/o  SDM,  Dharamkot,  Distt.  Moga.
ORDER:


Ms.  Kanwaljit Kaur, complainant vide an RTI application dated  4.10.13 addressed to  SDM, Moga  sought certain information on 4 points for the period from  1999 to 2013 pertaining to the issuance of  Red  Cards to the terrorists affected persons.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on   17.4.14.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today,  it is noted that the said RTI Application of the complainant was transferred  by the PIO o/o DC,  Moga, to PIO O/O SDM, Dharamkot  u/s  6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for providing the information directly to the applicant.   However, Ms. Kanwaljit Kaur, complainant stated before the Commission that her RTI application has wrongly been transferred by the PIO office of  DC,  Moga  to  PIO cum SDM,  Dharamkot. As the demanded information is very much available in the office of  DC,  Moga in the (RR Branch), as file has not been sent to SDM,  Dharamkot so far.    


As such, before the penalty provisions of  Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 are considered to be invoked against Ms. Mandeep Kaur, PIO cum GA to DC,  Moga, for her failing to provide the information to applicant as mandated under provisions of Section 7(1) of the Act ibid, she is  directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with the written submissions, action taken report  and the relevant record for its perusal.

Adjourned to  19.6.14 at   11.00 AM for further hearing.

                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 4.6.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

Ms. Mandeep Kaur,PIO cum                                       (REGISTERED)
 GA to Deputy Commissioner, Moga.
For necessary compliance.

                                                                                                               Sd/-
. Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 4.6.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner 

                                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chhattriwala)

s/o Shri Kastoor Chand,

r/o Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101.                                                                           
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Joint Sub Registrar,

Mamdot, Distt. Ludhiana. 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1240    of 2014

 Present:  None for the parties.
ORDER:


Shri Tarsem Jindal, complainant vide an RTI application dated  18.3.14  addressed to PIO  O/O  DC,  Ludhiana sought certain information pertaining to the documents registered in the various Tehsils falling within the jurisdiction of DC, Ludhiana for the  last 3 months where copy of the girdawari have not been enclosed by the concerned Sub Registrar/Jt. Sub Registrar at the time of registration of such documents , as per instructions issued by Govt. of Punjab letter no.13/2/07/ST 2/467,  dated 16.1.08 

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 23.4.14.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, it is noted that the  APIO cum Distt. Revenue Officer, Ludhiana vide letter no. 951, dated 27.3.14  transferred the RTI Application  of the complainant to  all Sub Registrars, Ludhiana under the provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for providing the information directly to the complainant and copy of the said letter was also endorsed to the complainant for seeking information directly from the concerned Sub Registrar/Jt. Sub Registrar..   It is further noted that there is no evidence on the record from where it could be presumed that the information in this case have been provided  to the applicant-complainant by the concerned  Sub Registrars/Jt.  Sub Registrars. 

In this case since demanded information pertains to so many PIOs, it would be appropriate to invite attention of applicant-complainant to para no.3 (iii) of OM no. 10/2/2008-IR dated 12 June,  2008 issued by Govt. of India, Ministry of  Personnel, PG & Pensions, which is extracted as under:-

“A person makes an application to a public authority for information a part of which is available with that  public authority and the rest of the information is scattered with more than one other public authorities. In such a case, the PIO of the public authority receiving the application should give information relating to it and advise the applicant to make separate application to the concerned public  authorities for obtaining information from them. If no part of the information sought, is available with it but is scattered with more than one other public authorities, the PIO should inform the applicant that information is not available with the public authority and that the applicant should make separate application to the concerned  public authority for obtaining information from  them.  It may be noted that Act requires the supply of such information from them. which already exists and is held by the public authority or held under the control of the public authority.  It is beyond the scope of the Act for a public authority to create information.   Collection of information, parts of which are available with different public authorities, would amount to creation of information which a public authority under the Act is not required to do.   At the same time ,since the information is not related to any one particular public authority, it is not the case where application should be transferred under sub-section (3) of section 6 of the Act.   It is pertinent to note that Sub-section (3) refers to ‘another public authority’ and not other public authority  ‘and not other public authorities’ Use of singular form in the Act in this regard is important to note.”


As such, the applicant –complainant is advised to seek the relevant information from the concerned PIO cum Sub Registrars/Joint Sub Registrars falling within the jurisdiction  of  district of  Ludhiana as his RTI application stands transferred to them and failing to get  information, he may approach the Commission either in a complaint case under the provisions of  Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005 or file first appeal before the First Appellate Authority cum  concerned SDM under Section 19(1) of said Act and still feeling aggrieved  by the order passed by the First Appellate Authority can approach the Commission in second appeal under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


With these observations, the case is disposed of/closed.

                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.





                  (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 4.6.2014


   
         State Information Commissioner. 

                                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chhattriwala)

s/o Shri Kastoor Chand,

r/o Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101.                                                                           
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Deputy Commissioner,. 

 Ferozepur.                                                                                       
    Respondent     

                                                          CC No. 1263    of 2014

 Present:  None for the complainant.


       Ms. Darshan Kaur, HRC for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Tarsem Jindal, complainant vide an RTI application dated  10.3.14 addressed to  PIO o/o  Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur,  sought certain information pertaining to the Jt. Sub  Registrars (NaibTehsildar)s who have been charge-sheeted, suspended, reinstated, dismissed or against them enquiry is  pending  during the last 5 years.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 23.4.14.



Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, it is noted that there is  no documents  on the record from where it could be presumed that the requisite information in this case has been supplied by the PIO o/o Commissioner  Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur to the complainant.  It is further noted that there was hardly any  reason to transfer this RTI Application to  DC, Ferozepur/Sri Mukatsar Sahib/Fazilka  and Moga as in the matters pertaining to  Jt. Sub  Registrars (Naib Tehsildars), Commissioner is the competent authority.

As such, Shri Paramjeet Singh Brar,  PIO cum  Superintendent, office of  Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur is directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with action taken report, written submissions and record for its perusal before the punitive provisions  of section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 could be considered to be invoked against him for non supplying of correct and  complete  information to the complainant.


Adjourned to  19.6.14  at  11.00 AM.
                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 4.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-
Shri Paramjeet Singh Brar
Public Information Officer  cum                         (REGISTERED)
Superintendent  , office of  Commissioner,
 Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur 
For necessary compliance.
                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 4.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Seema Verma,

H.No. HL-252, Jamalpur Colony,

P.H.B. Colony, Focal Point, 

Ludhiana.
                                                                                 Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE)

Punjab, PSEB Complex, Sector 62, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE)

Punjab, PSEB Complex, Sector 62, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.                                                                   Respondent   
                                                      AC No. 1520   of 2014

Present:  None for parties.
ORDER:


Ms.  Seema Verma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 24.12.13 , addressed to PIO, o/o  Secretary, School Education, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh  sought certain information on 6  points. 



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 letter dated 12.2.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  16.4.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During hearing of this case today, it is  noted that neither  the appellant is present nor any one attended the Commission on behalf of  PIO o/o Secretary, Education, Punjab.    There is  no document also on the record  from where it could be presumed that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant.   As such, PIO office of Secretary, Education, Punjab  has failed to provide the requisite information to the appellant as mandated under Section 7(1) of the Act ibid,.

The PIO office of  Secretary, Education, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh and  PIO office of  DPI (SE), Punjab are  directed to attend  the Commission  personally on the next date of hearing with their written submissions and one spare set of supplied information for the perusal of same by Commission.


Adjourned to  19.6.14 at  11.00 AM.

                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:4.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i)Public Information Officer                              (REGISTERED)
Office of  Director Public Instructions (SE)

Punjab, PSEB Complex, Sector 62, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.   (BY NAME).                  
ii)PIO office of  Secretary, Education,          (REGISTERED

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, 
Sector 9, Chandigarh.      (BY NAME)
For necessary compliance.

                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:4.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Nirpal Singh, Punjabi Master,

Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Dadhahur, Tejhsil Raikot,

Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                                  Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE)

Punjab, PSEB Complex, Sector 62, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE)

Punjab, PSEB Complex, Sector 62, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.                                                                         Respondent  
                                                      AC No. 1524   of 2014
Present:  Appellant in person.

     Dr. Jarnail Singh, Asstt. Director,  o/o  DPI (SE),  Punjab.
ORDER:



Shri Nirpal Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 1.8.13 , addressed to PIO o/o   DPI (SE), Punjab  sought action taken report on complaint made to the  Circle Education Officer,  Jalandhar regarding seniority no. 2128 of the Punjabi Master (Male).



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 letter dated 16.11.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  21.4.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, Appellant stated that  AC no. 1524/14 being heard by  this Commission was earlier AC no. 115/14 which was remanded by Shri Chander Parkash  SIC to Shri Kamal Garg, Director, Public Instructions (Sec,) Punjab vide order dated  13.2.14.   However, the First Appellate Authority cum DPI (SE), Punjab has not heard their first appeal till date despite that  he had approached the office of  First Appellate  Authority o/o DPI (SE), Punjab personally.  He further requested that this appeal case may be  remanded back to First Appellate Authority  cum DPI (SE) for deciding the same so that  they may put forth  their grievance with the DPI (SE), Punjab.  

As such, the case of the appellant is remitted back to Shri Kamal Garg, Director, Public Instructions (Sec,) Punjab.


Shri Kamal Garg, 1st Appellate Authority cum Director, Public Instructions (SE) Punjab. is directed to decide the  appeal  dated 16.11.13  filed by the appellant in accordance with the provisions contained in the RTI Act, 2005.

He  is further directed to ensure the providing of point-wise correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant free of cost in accordance with law after affording adequate opportunity, both to appellant and PIO.


The FAA  is further directed to peruse all the relevant documents and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete relevant and correct.


Where Shri Kamal Garg, 1st Appellate Authority cum Director, Public Instructions (SE)  is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records and law, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.  In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated  1.8.13  filed under the Act ibid and after complete information as per provisions of  said Act is provided to the appellant, Ist appeal shall be disposed of by passing a speaking order.


If, however, still the appellant  does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., he will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005,

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

To avoid any inconvenience.  the appellant is directed to appear before the First Appellate Authority cum DPI (SE), Punjab on 18.6.14.

                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:4.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i) Shri  Nirpal Singh, Punjabi Master,                (REGISTERED)
Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Dadhahur, Tehsil Raikot,
Distt. Ludhiana 
Shri Kamal Garg, 1st Appellate Authority               (REGISTERED)
 cum Director, Public Instructions (SE), Punjab

       PSEB Complex, Sector 62, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali
                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:4.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 


               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Ryar 

\Vill Babowal –Babowal colony,

Tehsil & distt. Gurdaspur-143521                                              Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Gurdaspur.

First Appellate Authority, 

 Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev)

Gurdaspur.                                                                                          
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.1150    of 2014

Present: 

None for the parties.
ORDER:


Shri Kuldeep Singh Riyar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.8.13 , addressed to  Distt. Dev. & Panchayat Officer (DDPO), Gurdaspur sought certain information on  two  points  pertaining to medical reimbursement cases  for the period from  27.9.10 to  20.8.13.



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 letter dated 27.9.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 10.3.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 13.5.14, it was noted that information on point no. 1 has been supplied to the appellant by the DDPO, Gurdaspur vide letter no. 1846, dated 1.10.13  while no information has  been supplied on point no. 2 till date. 


It  was further noted that none has appeared before the Commission  on behalf of respondent PIO despite  issuance of notice  no. 8219-21, dated 25.3.14.   Similarly, no written submissions have been filed by the respondent PIO  cum DDPO,  Gurdaspur as directed in para 3 of the above notice which reads as under:-

“You are further directed to file a written reply before the next date of hearing with an advance copy to the complainant/appellant.  The written reply shall be duly signed by the PIO  and shall disclose his name and designations of the PIO and First Appellate Authority.”


It was further noticed that a total lackadaisical approach  have been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete and correct  information to appellant on both the points  despite lapse of period of  9 months and the information on point no. 2 have not been provided to the appellant willfully and intentionally,  without any reasonable cause till date.      


Therefore, the Commission in the exercise of powers conferred  under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issued a show cause notice  to   PIO cum District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon him for not providing the information willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on   19.8.2013.  

 ii) He was also directed to explain as to why the appellant be not suitably compensated under the provisions of  Section 19(8)(b) of the Act ibid for the lost or  other detriment suffered by him in seeking the information.  

 iii) He was further directed to provide to the appellant point-wise complete, correct and duly attested information free of cost under registered cover within a period of 7 days failing which further proceedings which include initiation of disciplinary proceedings under the provisions of Section 20 (2) of the Act ibid would be considered to be taken.   

iv) He was further directed to attend the Commission, on the next date of hearing  with one spare set of  provided information.

 v) He  was also directed to  file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public certifying that duly attested information whatsoever was available in their office record pertaining to the RTI  Application made by the appellant,  has been made available to him and nothing have been concealed.


         The case was adjourned to  today.


During hearing of this case today, it is noted that neither PIO cum District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur  attended the Commission despite issuance of show cause notice to him on 13.5.14 nor there is any evidence on the record from where it could be presumed that the demanded information has been supplied to the appellant.


As such, the PIO cum District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur   once again is directed to provided to the appellant point-wise, correct and complete information free of cost under registered cover within a period of  7 days  failing which further proceedings which include initiation of disciplinary proceedings under section  20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 would be considered to be taken.  

PIO cum District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur    is further directed to attend the Commission on the next date of  hearing with one spare set of supplied information.


Adjourned to 19.6.14 at  11.00 AM.

                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  4.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

              PIO  cum District Development  

              & Panchayat   Officer                               (REGISTERED)
 Gurdaspur.        (BY NAME)

For necessary compliance.

                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 4.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bachittar Singh,

New Building, Old Shahpur Road,

Pathankot.                                                                                     
  Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Headmaster, 

Govt. Sr. Secondary School, 

Narot Mehra, 
Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot.                                                             
    Respondent

                                                          CC No.  765   of 2014

Present:
None for  omplainant.

Shri Darshan Singh, PIO cum Principal Govt. S.S.School, Narot Mehra, for the respondent 
ORDER:


Shri  Bachittar Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  16.12.2013 addressed to the Headmaster, G.S.S.School Narot mehra, Tehsil & distt. Pathankot, sought the following information:-

1.  “Pay Scale in which the applicant last worked.

2.  Corresponding revised Pay structure as on 1.1.2006 i.e.

a) Pay band

b) Grade Pay

c) Initial Pay

3.
Qualifying Service. “

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 24.2.2014.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. and notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

On the last date of  hearing of this case i.e. 13.5.14, Shri Darshan Singh, PIO cum  Principal, G.S.S.School, Narot Mehra, Distt. Pathankot, stated that the requisite information what so ever was available in the school record have already been supplied to the complainant vide letter no. 2992-93, dated 9.5.2014.  However, Shri Chander Pal Mehta, appearing for the applicant- complainant stated that the provided information was incomplete. 

As such before the penality provisions under section 20(1) and 20(2)  of the RTI Act, 2005 were considered to be invoked against Shri Darshan Singh PIO cum Principal Govt.Sr.Sec. School, Narot Mehra,  was directed to appear before the commission with written submissions, action taken report and record  pertaining to the information sought on the next date of hearing for its perusal and the case was adjourned to  today.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Darshan Singh, PIO cum  Principal, G.S.S.School, Narot Mehra, Distt. Pathankot stated that the requisite information has  been received personally by the applicant-complainant vide letter no. 3004-05, dated  31.5.14.   He also handed over to the Commission copy of supplied information alongwith  withdrawal letter written by Shri Bachittar Singh, applicant-complainant.
In view of above noted facts, now since the complete information in this case stands supplied to the applicant-complainant to his satisfaction, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 4.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

H.No. 3402, Sector  71, 

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.

        
                                                                                     Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Moga.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner, ,           

Moga.                                                                                          
    
Respondent                                                     

                                                          AC No. 1197    of 2014

Present: Appellant in person.
               Shri Virender Singh,  DSWO  for respondent.
ORDER:



Shri H.S. Hundal,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 14.1.14 ,addressed to PIO o/o D.C. Moga,  sought certain information on  following  10 points:-. 
1)Certified list of all kinds of services provided by this office of the Govt.

2)Certified list of details of govt. funds/assistance/grants/loans given to all under the:-

Old age Pension scheme, financial assistance, insurance of indentity card, training to disabled person, Govt. institution for Blind, Govt. High School, Homes for Destitute, State After Care Home, Home for Mentally  Retarded Children, State Protective Home, Homes for Aged and  In firms, Home for widows Destitute  Women, Braille Press/Library  For Blind, and Grant in aid to Voluntary Welfare Organisations separately for each head year wise.

3).Certified list  of names, age and addresses of each person to whom any kind of funds/assistance/grants/loans has been issued under any of the scheme under this  office alongwith the  details of the money granted  and the time of such grant.

4.)Certified copies of all the bank statement of all the Banks through which all such money has been transferred to the beneficiaries.

5)Certified lists of all such persons/beneficiaries who have denied such benefits or whose benefits/cheques/DDs have been sent back in the account of the department for any reason whatsoever.

6)Certified details of all funds/grants/assistance/loans received by this department during this time period for each head separately.

7)Certified list of all Drawing and Disbursing Officers of this Department during this time along with their designastions.

8)Certified cop;ies of all minutes of the meetings  held with the DC  Moga during this time period and all decisions taken at these meetings.

10)Certified details of all the funds that elapsed each year under all heads of this scheme each year separately.


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 letter dated 13.2.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   13.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


 On the last date of hearing of this case  i.e. 20.5.14,  Shri Virender Singh, Distt. Social Welfare Officer  (DSWO) stated before the Commission that the said RTI application after its transfer under Section 6(3) of the Act ibid was first received in their office on 6.2.14 and same was duly diarised at Sr. no.  70  and immediately after its receipt, additional fee/document charges amounting to  Rs. 10,000/- was demanded from the appellant vide letter dated 17.2.14.   He handed over to the Commission  copy of that letter for its perusal wherein it has been clearly mentioned that the appellant has demanded  information from 2008 onwards, since  there are 84754 beneficiaries in various pension schemes to the demanded information thus is quite voluminous.  It has also been mentioned in a letter dated 17.2.14 demanding additional fee/document charges,  that photo copy of  I.Card be sent  in compliance with the order of  Hon’ble High Court of  Punjab and Haryana given in CWP no. 4787 of 2011 in Fruit and Merchant  Union Vs. Chief Information Commissioner and others.


During hearing, it was  noted that an E-mail dated 20.5.14 has been received in the Commission wherein the appellant has stated that he has to attend an important matter at District Court, Mohali  and cannot attend the proceedings today and  requested for adjournment of his case  to some other date, so that he could represent his case in  the interests of  justice. 


I had perused the case file  and heard Shri Virender Singh, DSWO, Moga and arrived at the conclusion  that the demanded information by the appellant  was  a  voluminous one  and attracted the provisions of  Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005 which read  as under:-

“An information shall ordinarily be provided in the form in which it is sought unless it would disproportionately divert the resources of the public authority or would be detrimental to the safety or preservation of the record in question.”


As such, the appellant was directed:

i)To select certain information out of the demanded information running into 300 pages and to inform the PIO cum DSWO,  Moga so that same is sent  to him by the PIO cum DSWO, Moga free of cost.  

ii)He was directed to inform the respondent PIO  accordingly within a period of 10 days from today.

iii)If the appellant wanted to seek the entire information, he was directed to file an affidavit explaining the larger public interest involved in seeking the copious  information so that the same could be provided to him on the deposit of additional fee/document charges amounting to Rs. 10000/-  as demanded by the PIO cum DSWO,  Moga vide letter dated  17.2.14.

iv)Respondent PIO cum DSWO, Moga was further directed to supply to the appellant duly attested information running into 300 pages as identified by him, within a period of 10 days under registered cover, free of cost,  after receipt of response from appellant in this regard.

v)Both the appellant and Shri Virender Singh, PIO cum DSWO, Moga were directed to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed.

The case was adjourned to  today  for further hearing.


During hearing of this case today,  Shri H.S. Hundal, appellant stated that though he has not received any  letter pertaining to the demand of additional fee/document charges from the PIO cum DSWO, Moga.  However, still a letter for such demand have been sent after a period of  11 days while additional fee/document charges can be demanded by the PIO cum DSWO, Moga within a period of  10 days as per the Punjab State Information Commission  Rules, 2007.  He further stated that he would be visiting the office of  PIO cum DSWO, Moga during holidays and shall inspect the record  identifying the information and will seek the desired information  running into 400 pages, free of cost and if more information is required he will pay  documents charges.

As such, the PIO cum DSWO, Moga is directed to accord all assistance to the appellant in inspecting the record and to ensure that after inspection information running into 400 pages  is provided free of cost and if it exceeded that limit, the appellant  will have  to pay for the same.


Adjourned to 10.7.14 for further hearing.

                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:20.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

        i)Shri Virender Singh,                              (REGISTERED)
          District Social  Welfare Officer, Moga 

ii)Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,                       (REGISTERED
H.No. 3402, Sector  71, 

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.

For necessary compliance.

                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 4.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harminder Singh

# 2877, Phase 7, Mohali.
                                                                              Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer,

Greater Mohali  Area Development Authority,

(GMADA) Sector 62, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Estate Officer,

Greater Mohali  Area Development Authority,

(GMADA) Sector 62, Mohali.                                                                           

Respondent    

                                                      AC No.367   of 2014

Present:  Appellant in person.


     Shri Narinder Pal Singh, Supdt. APIO for respondent.
ORDER:



Shri  Harminder Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 6.11.12  , addressed to PIO,  sought certain information on  21 points. 


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 letter dated  21.12.12 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 16.1.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

                 On  hearing of this case on 3.4.14, Shri  Narinder Singh appearing  alongwith Shri Davinder Kumar, SDO  stated that as per RTI application dated 6.11.12, the applicant  had sought 14 points information and the same had been sent to him vide  letter dated  27.3.14 under registered  cover..  

Since the appellant was not present on 3.4.14, he was directed to peruse  the same and to point out the deficiency to the respondent PIO cum EO  GALADA directly, if any, within a period of 4 days and  the PIO was directed to  provide the sought information thereafter, if available, in the  office record  to the appellant within a period of next 7 days,


The appellant was also directed to attend the Commissioin on the next date of hearing either in person or through an authorized representative  failing which it would  be presumed that he had nothing to say and the proceedings would  be finalized in his absence.


Further, Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO cum AEO was directed to file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public that information as per record have been supplied and nothing is concealed.


Appellant was also afforded last opportunity to defend his appeal in person or through an authorized representative  failing which it would be presumed that he had nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings would  be taken and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.


On the last date of hearing of this case i.e. 15.5.14, Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO cum EO (Housing), GAMADA  stated that in  AC no. 252 and AC 367, the first 14 points are the same.  However in the  RTI application filed by the appellant in AC 367, 7  more points have been added and information on 21 points have been sought.   She stated that complete  information on all points  have been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 28.4.14.  She also handed over  to the Commission copy of the supplied information.   However, the appellant raised certain queries in the Commission on points no. 18 to 21 of the RTI  Application dated  6.11.12 for  which the PIO cum EO agreed to provide him the amended information and requested for adjournment of the case to some other date.   


Considering the request of both the parties,  the case was adjourned to  today.


During hearing of this case on 15.5.14, certain queries were raised by the appellant regarding the supplied information  on point no. 18 to 21 of the RTI application dated  6.11.12.     However, Ms. Dalbir Kaur, EO  requested for adjournment of this case so that the amended information be supplied to the appellant and considering the requested made by the parties, the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.


During hearing of this case on 3.6.14, it was noted that the demanded information on point no. 18 to 21 had again been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. 13389 dated  2.6.14 under registered cover.  A copy of this supplied information had also been handed over to the Commission for its perusal and record.  


However,  the appellant again pointed out certain discrepancies  on point no. 19 of the provided information which had duly been admitted by  Shri Narinderpal Singh, Supdt. o/o GAMADA,  Mohali.  As such, Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO cum EO (Housing), GAMADA  was directed to appear before the Commission tomorrow i.e. on 4.6.14 with a certified copy of the demanded information to be supplied to the Commission itself and the case was adjourned to today.

During hearing of  this case today,  Shri Narinderpal Singh, Supdt. appearing on behalf of  Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO cum EO (Housing), GAMADA, Mohali stated that as directed by the Commission yesterday, the remaining information has been provided to the appellant after removing deficiencies  pointed out by him.  The appellant also expressed his satisfaction with the provided information.  As such, no cause of action survives further.   Therefore, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 4.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 
                                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harminder Singh

#2877, Phase-7,

Mohali.
                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development

Authority (GMADA), Mohali

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Greater Mohali Area Development

Authority (GMADA), Mohali

                                                                                                          Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 105   of 2014

Present:  Appellant in person.

                 Shri Narinder Pal Singh,   Supdt.  cum APIO for respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Harminder Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  12.11.12, addressed to PIO o/o GAMADA, SAS Nagar, Mohali  sought certain information on 14  points. 



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 letter dated 3.1.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 26.2.13  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and this appeal case was heard by  Shri Surinder Awasthi, SIC on 13.3.14.  However, in view of  the request made by the appellant in writing that he would like this case to be heard by some other Bench, this case was transferred to this Bench and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties


During hearing of this case on 15.4.14, Shri Davinder Kumar, SDO pointed out that a similar RTI Application no. 367/14   had already been   fixed for hearing on 15.5.14.   Therefore, this  appeal case  may also be fixed for hearing on 15.5.14.


In view of the request made by  Shri  Davinder Kumar, SDO and Shri N.P. Singh, Superintendent, this appeal case was  adjourned to  15.5.14  for further hearing.

           In the meanwhile,  Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO  office of  Greater Mohali Area Development Authority (GAMADA) was directed to file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public that information as per record have been supplied and nothing is concealed.   She was also directed to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed along with a copy of the information so provided.


It  was also noticed that the appellant did not attend the Commission on 15.4.14 despite issuance of notice to him vide  letter no. PSIC/Legal/2014/7919-21, dated 24.3.14.  He was advised to attend the Commission either in person or through his authorized representative on the next date of hearing failing which further proceeding would be taken ex-parte and the case was adjourned today.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 15.5.14, Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO cum EO (Housing), GAMADA  stated  that in  AC no. 252 and AC 367, the first 14 points were the same.  However in the  RTI application filed by the appellant in AC 367, 7  more points had been added and information on 21 points had been sought.   She stated that complete  information on all points  had been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 28.4.14.  She also handed over  to the Commission copy of the supplied information.   However, the appellant raised certain queries in the Commission on points no. 18 to 21 of the RTI  Application dated  6.11.12 for  which the PIO cum EO agreed to provide him the amended information and requested for adjournment of the case to some other date.   


Considering the request of both the parties,  the case was adjourned to 3.6.14.


On the last date of hearing i.e. 3.6.14, it was noted that the demanded information on point no. 18 to 21 had again been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. 13389 dated  2.6.14 under registered cover.  A copy of this supplied information had also been handed over to the Commission for its perusal and record.  


However,  the appellant again pointed out certain discrepancies  on point no. 19 of the provided information which had duly been admitted by  Shri Narinderpal Singh, Supdt. o/o GAMADA,  Mohali.  As such, Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO cum EO (Housing), GAMADA  was directed to appear before the Commission today with a certified copy of the demanded information to be supplied to the Commission itself and the case was adjourned to today.


During hearing of  this case today,  Shri Narinderpal Singh, Supdt. appearing on behalf of  Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO cum EO (Housing), GAMADA, Mohali stated that as directed by the Commission yesterday, the remaining information has been provided to the appellant after removing deficiencies  pointed out by him.  The appellant also expressed his satisfaction with the provided information.  As such, no cause of action survives further.   Therefore, the case is disposed of/closed

                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh




                            (B.C.Thakur

Dated: 4.6.2014


             State Information Commissioner. 

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harminder Singh

#2877, Phase-7,

Mohali.
                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development

Authority (GMADA), Mohali

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Greater Mohali Area Development

Authority (GMADA), Mohali

                                                                                                          Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 252   of 2014

Present:  Appellant in person.


     Shri Narinder Pal Singh,  Supdt. cum APIO, for respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Harminder Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  26.10.12, addressed to PIO o/o GAMADA, SAS Nagar, Mohali  sought certain information on 14  points. 



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 letter dated 12.12.2012 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 3.1.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and this appeal case was heard by  Shri Surinder Awasthi, SIC on 13.3.14.  However, in view of  the request made by the appellant in writing that he would like this case to be heard by some other Bench, this case was transferred to this Bench and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During hearing of this case on  15.4.14, Shri Davinder Kumar, SDO pointed out that a similar RTI Application no. 367/14   had already been   fixed for hearing on 15.5.14.   Therefore, this  appeal case  may also be fixed for hearing on 15.5.14.


In view of the request made by  Shri  Davinder Kumar, SDO and Shri N.P. Singh, Superintendent, this appeal case was adjourned for further hearing on 15.5.14.           


In the meanwhile,  Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO  office of  Greater Mohali Area Development Authority (GAMADA) was directed to file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public that information as per record have been supplied and nothing is concealed.   She was also directed to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed along with a copy of the information so provided.


It  was also noticed that the appellant did not attend the Commission on 15.4.14 despite issuance of notice to him vide  letter no. PSIC/Legal/2014/7916-18, dated 24.3.14.  He was advised to attend the Commission either in person or through his authorized representative on the next date of hearing failing which further proceeding would be taken ex-parte and the case was adjourned to 15.5.14 for further hearing..

During hearing of this case on  15.5.14, Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO cum EO (Housing), GAMADA  stated that in  AC no. 252 and AC 367, the first 14 points were the same.  However in the  RTI application filed by the appellant in AC 367, 7  more points had been added and information on 21 points had been sought.   She stated that complete  information on all points  had been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 28.4.14.  She also handed over  to the Commission copy of the supplied information.   However, the appellant raised certain queries in the Commission on points no. 18 to 21 of the RTI  Application dated  6.11.12 for  which the PIO cum EO agreed to provide him the amended information and requested for adjournment of the case to some other date.   


Considering the request of both the parties,  the case was adjourned.


On the last date of hearing  i.e. 15.5.14, certain queries were raised by the appellant regarding the supplied information  on point no. 18 to 21 of the RTI application dated  6.11.12.     However, Ms. Dalbir Kaur, EO  requested for adjournment of this case so that the amended information be supplied to the appellant and considering the requested made by the parties, the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.


During hearing of this case today, it is noted that the demanded information on point no. 18 to 21 has again been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. 13389 dated  2.6.14 under registered cover.  A copy of this supplied information has also been handed over to the Commission for its perusal and record.  


However,  the appellant again pointed out certain discrepancies  on point no. 19 of the provided information which has duly been admitted by  Shri Narinderpal Singh, Supdt. o/o GAMADA,  Mohali.  As such, Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO cum EO (Housing), GAMADA  was directed to appear before the Commission tomorrow i.e. on 4.6.14 with a certified copy of the demanded information to be supplied to the Commission itself and the case was adjourned to today.


During hearing of  this case today,  Shri Narinderpal Singh, Supdt. appearing on behalf of  Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO cum EO (Housing), GAMADA, Mohali stated that as directed by the Commission yesterday, the remaining information has been provided to the appellant after removing deficiencies  pointed out by him.  The appellant also expressed his satisfaction with the provided information.  As such, no cause of action survives further.   Therefore, the case is disposed of/closed
                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh




                            (B.C.Thakur

Dated:4.6.2014


                State Information Commissioner. 

