STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 2050 of 2013 

Date of decision 06.11.2013

Sh. Jora Singh
# Mahil Khurd, 

Mahil Kalan Barnala -148104.





         …Appellant

Versus
1. Public Information Officer
O/o BDPO, Mahil Kalan,

District-Barnala.  






          

      
2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner,(Dev.) 






Barnala.

`




          

..Respondent
Present: 
Sh. Jora Singh appellant in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Jagga Singh, Panchayat Secretary Village Mahil Khurd on behalf of BDPO, Mahil Kalan.
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 27.07.2012 vide which the appellant has sought information pertaining to allotment of plots measuring 4 marlas each to poor persons in 1970-71 and resolution dated 18.03.1996 of Gram Panchayat Mahil Khurd in that regard.  On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority and then second appeal in the Commission on 16.09.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 06.11.2013 in the Commission.
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3.
The appellant states that though he has got the information regarding the  allotment of 4 marla plots in village Mahil Khurd but the copy of resolution dated 18.03.1996 of Gram Panchayat Mahil Khurd qua distribution of plots pertaining to the year 1996 has not been provided to him.    

4.
Sh. Jagga Singh, Panchayat Secretary Mahil Khurd states that the information regarding distribution of 4 marla plots has been provided to the appellant. He further states that the information regarding resolution dated 18.03.1996 passed by Gram Panchayat Mahil Khurd in the year 1996 is not available in his office and that he has already intimated about it to the authorities concerned. He also brings to the notice of the Commission that he has joined as Panchayat Secretary Mahil Khurd in the year 2004 and the said record, before the year 1998, is not available in his office. A letter from PIO -cum-BDPO, Mahil Kalan has been received in the Commission at diary no. 25110 dated 05.11.2013 stating therein that the ADC(Dev.) Barnala has been written about taking disciplinary action against the Panchayat Secretary of Mahil Khurd. It has also been stated therein that if the record of the concerned Gram Panchayat upto the year 1998 has been deposited in the office of BDPO, then the receipt showing date of depositing the record should have been produced by the Panchayat Secretary.  
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file  it is ascertained that a part of information has been given to the appellant but information pertaining to resolution dated 18.03.1996 of Gram Panchayat of village Mahil Khurd has not been provided. The Panchayat Secretary states that the record before the year 
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1998 is not available in his office. In the given circumstances the PIO office of BDPO, Mahil Kalan is directed to conduct an enquiry himself as to the issue who is defacto custodian of the record pertaining to resolution dated 18.03.1996 of Gram Panchayat Mahil Khurd. The BDPO should also ensure that if the said record is missing appropriate action against the defaulting official may be taken as per departmental Rules. In view of the aforementioned, the appeal case is closed and disposed of.     
6. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/- 
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.11.2013


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
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APPEAL CASE NO. 2075 of 2013 

Sh. N.S Gill, Advocate
Room No.3 Floor I-1/2

District Court Ludhiana,






        …Appellant

Versus
1. Public Information Officer
O/o Chief Executive Officer,

Fishery Palan Department Agency,

Amritsar.  






          

      
2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director Fisheries & Warden Punjab,

SCO-1040-41, Sector 22-B,

Chandigarh.






          

..Respondent
Present: 
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh.  Dalip Singh Bedi, CEO, office of FFDA, (9417533198) and Sh. Mahinderpal Singh, Assistant Director Fisheries , Sh. Sanjiv Nangal Assistant Director office of  Director Fisheries & Warden Punjab.
ORDER

1. The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, a fax has been received in the Commission at diary no. 25283 dated 06.11.2013 intimating that he is unable to attend the hearing today and seeks an adjournment.   

2. The respondent no.1 states that the requisite information comprising of 7 pages has been brought in the Commission with the intention of providing it by hand to the appellant. He further states that since the appellant is not present in the Commission 
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the requisite information shall be sent within 3 days by registered post.  He further states that a copy thereof has already been sent to the Commission vide letter no.695 dated 31.10.2013. He also points out that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has also been sent separately vide letter no. 627 dated 28.10.2013.   
3. On the plea of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 31.12.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.11.2013


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3412 of 2013 

Sh. Ajit Singh 
R/o GF3, Golden Avenue Apartment,

Block-B Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141003.
  





   
      …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

Head Quarter, SCO 60-61.

Sector-17-D, Chandigarh.



          


      …..Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Manmohan Singh authorized by the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Balwinder Singh Randhawa, DSP and Sh. Ajit Singh, ASI office FS-I Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh. 
ORDER

1. Sh. Manmohan Singh authorized by the complainant seeks an adjournment to file reply  to the written submission of the respondent sent to the Commission vide letter no. 43139 dated 31.10.2013 copy of which is stated to have not been yet received by the complainant. 
2. The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has been already filed vide letter no. 43139 VB/S-14 dated 31.10.2013 and copy thereof has been endorsed to the complainant Sh. Ajit Singh also.
3. On the plea of the complainant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 31.12.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.11.2013


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3429 of 2013
Date of decision 06.11.2013 

Dr. Gurnam Chand Kamboj,
R/o Civil Lines, Phase-II, Fazilka,

Tehsil Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur.




         …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjab University,

Chandigarh.





          

      …..Respondent

Present: 
Dr. Gurnam Chand Kamboj complainant in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Sandeep Chopra, Senior Law Officer Office of Punjab University, Chandigarh.  
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 18.05.2012 whereby the information seeker has sought information from the respondent University on two points pertaining to enquiry of M.R. Govt. College, Fazilka and action taken on the basis of that enquiry report as enumerated therein. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 24.09.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 06.11.2013 in the Commission.

3. The complainant states that he has not got the requisite information till date from the respondent University. 
4. The ld. Senior Law Officer appearing on behalf of the respondent University files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof has been given to the complainant. He states that in Appeal Case no. 361-367 of 2010 this 
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Commission has already vide its order dated 10.06.2010 has held that the respondent University falls under the jurisdiction of Central Information Commission instead of State Information Commission and therefore, the information seeker may file complaint/second appeal in the Central Information Commission. Notwithstanding the above, he states that the matter of the complainant is under consideration and a decision thereon is likely to be taken shortly.
5. After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file its is ascertained that in  Appeal Case no. 361-367 of 2010 this Commission already vide its order dated 10.06.2010 has held that the respondent University falls under the jurisdiction of Central Information Commission instead of State Information Commission.  In view of the said order of this Commission, the instant complaint case is hereby closed and disposed of. 
6. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.11.2013


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3435 of 2013 

Date of decision 06.11.2013

Sh. Buta Ram S/o Sh. Jashi Ram
R/o V.P.O. Narot Jaimal Singh,
District Pathankot-145026

Tehsil Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur.




         …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.





          

      …..Respondent

Present: 
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Ashok Kumar Mishra, Superintendent (RTI) office of Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.

ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 07.06.2013 whereby the information seeker has sought information from the respondent University on two points pertaining to GNDU, College Narot Jaimal Singh District Pathankot for the period 2011-12 and 2012-13 has enumerated therein. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 24.09.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 06.11.2013 in the Commission.

3. The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. 
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4. The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission vide letter no. 2038/RTI dated 05.11.2013 which is taken on record. Copy of the reply has been endorsed to the complainant also. The respondent brings to the notice of the Commission that that information has already been provided by the PIO vide letter no. 1667/RTI dated 08.10.2013. He further states that no more information is now pending with the PIO office of the Registrar Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.
5. After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the requisite information has already been provided to the complainant vide aforesaid letter dated 08.10.2013. The complainant is neither present at today’s hearing nor any intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence and as such it can be entailed that the complaint does not want to pursue this case further. In view of the foregoing, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of. 
6. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.11.2013


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3439 of 2013
Date of decision 06.11.2013  

Tejinder Kaur

R/o # 180, Ward No.6, Prit Nagar Sarhind,

Fatehgarh Sahib.






         …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal, Guru Sewak Singh,

Govt. College of Physical Education,

Patiala.





          

      …..Respondent

Present: 
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Smt. Rupinderjeet Saini, Associate Professor (8968385018) and Sh. Hatinder Pal, Clerk office of Principal, Guru Sewak Singh, Govt. College of Physical Education, Patiala.
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 07.09.2013 whereby the information seeker has sought information from the respondent College on three points as enumerated therein. On not getting the information she filed complaint in the Commission on 24.09.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 06.11.2013 in the Commission.

3. The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. 
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4. The respondent states that the original RTI application dated 07.09.2013 has not been received in the office of the PIO and that no such registered letter as alleged by the complainant in her complaint to the Commission has been received in the office of the PIO. The respondent further states that on receiving the Notice of the Commission, including RTI application, the requisite information has been provided to the information seeker vide letter no. 1775 dated 24.10.2013 copy of which has been endorsed to the Commission also. In the end, she states that the point wise information has been provided to the information seeker and that now no more information is pending with the office of the PIO and further requests that the case may be disposed of.
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record, it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided to the information seeker vide letter dated 24.10.2013. The complainant is neither present at today’s hearing nor any intimation has been received from her about the reason of absence and as such it can be entailed that the complaint does not want to pursue this case further. In view of the foregoing, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.11.2013


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3491of 2013
Date of decision 06.11.2013 

Sh. Ashwani Kumar,
R/o # 1390, Sector-22-B,

Chandigarh.







                  …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Public College,
Samana, Distt. Patiala. 



        
  

      …..Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Ashwani Kumar complainant in person. 
None for the respondent.
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 12.08.2013 whereby the information seeker has sought information from the respondent College on four points as enumerated therein. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 25.09.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 06.11.2013 in the Commission.
3. The complainant states that he has already received the information to his satisfaction and has given the receipt to the respondent College mentioning therein that the case in the State Information Commission may be treated as withdrawn. 
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4. None on behalf of the respondent is present at today’s hearing. However, a letter has been received in the Commission at diary no. 24788 dated 29.10.2013 stating therein that the requisite information sought by the complainant under RTI Act has been provided and a receipt on that account is enclosed with the said letter.

5. After hearing the complainant and going through the record available on file it is observed that the requisite information has been provided to the satisfaction of the complainant. No further action is required in this case which is hereby closed and disposed of.
6. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.11.2013


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
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COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3492 of 2013 

Sh. Ashwani Kumar,

R/o # 1390, Sector-22-B,

Chandigarh.






      

   …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjabi University,
Patiala. 



          

 


     …..Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Ashwani Kumar complainant in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Mohinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of the respondent University.
ORDER

1. The complainant states that the requisite information has yet not been provided to him. 
2. The ld. counsel for the respondent files authorization letter which is taken on record. He states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been submitted vide letter dated 29.10.2013 copy of which has been sent to the complainant.  

3. The matter to come up for reply of the complainant on 15.11.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.11.2013


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3455 of 2013
Date of decision 06.11.2013 

Dr. Yash Pal Singla (Retd. Civil Surgeon Ludhiana)

YPS Hospital, Sector-70, 

Mohali-160071.





         

…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Finance Department,
Punjab Civil Secretariat Chandigarh.      

     


 …..Respondent

Present: 
Dr. Yash Pal Singla complainant in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. N.D. Sharma, Senior Assistant office of Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Finance Department, Chandigarh.
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 07.08.2013 whereby the information seeker has sought information from the respondent department on three points as enumerated therein. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 24.09.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 06.11.2013 in the Commission.

3. The complainant states that the information has been provided by the respondent today in the Commission. 
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4. The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed vide letter no. 1/11/2012-4FP-1/2051 dated 29.10.2013 and copy thereof has been endorsed to the complainant. He further states that the requisite information was earlier sent to the RTI applicant vide letter  no. 1/11/2012-4FP-1/1688 dated 29.08.2013 but the letter was received back undelivered with the remarks of the postal authorities  that the addressee is not available repeatedly. However, the same has been provided to the information seeker by hand in the Commission to his satisfaction.
5. After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it emerges that the requisite information has been provided to the satisfaction of the complainant today in the Commission by hand. No further action is required in this case which is hereby closed and disposed of. 
6. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.11.2013


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3454 of 2013
Date of decision 06.11.2013

Mrs. Nirmal Gupta (Retd. Principal Govt. College Mohali)

YPS Hospital, Sector-70, 

Mohali-160071.





         

…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o DPI (Colleges), Punjab,

Sector-62, Phase-8, Mohali.          

     


 …..Respondent

Present: 
Mrs. Nirmal Gupta complainant in person. 
For the respondent: Smt. Kamaljeet, Superintendent office of DPI (Colleges), Punjab, Mohali.
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 13.02.2013 whereby the information seeker has sought information from the respondent department on three points as enumerated therein. On not getting the information she filed complaint in the Commission on 24.09.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 06.11.2013 in the Commission.

3. The complainant states that the requisite information has been provided by the respondent. 
4. The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission vide endorsement  no. 1445 dated 31.10.2013. The letter has been addressed to the complainant. The respondent further states that the requisite information has already been provided to 
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the RTI applicant vide letter no. 10/47-2010 Fund(4)T-922/510 dated 16.03.2012 and dated 30.08.2013. In the end, the respondent states that no more information is now pending with the office of the PIO.
5. After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it emerges that the requisite information has already been provided to the information seeker vide letters dated 16.03.2012 and 30.08.2013. No further action is required in this case which is hereby closed and disposed of. 

6. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.11.2013


                             State Information Commissioner
