STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Tarsem Singh,

V&PO Kular,Tehsil Jagraon

District Ludhiana.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Sudhar District: Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Block Development & Panchayat


Officer,Sudhar District Ludhiana.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1596  of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Sukhbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Tarsem Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13-03-2014,         addressed to PIO, office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Sudhar District Ludhiana,  sought certain information on 5 points with regard to working of Gram Panchayat  Kular during the tenure of Shri Daljit Singh, Sarpanch and Shri Jagraj Singh, Ex-Sarpanch in respect of income, expenditure, grants, pensions, shamlat land etc. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 25-03-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  24-04-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 28-04-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 24.07.2014.
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3.

On 24.07.2014, a telephonic message was  received from Shri Sukhbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend the hearing due to ill health. He requested to adjourn the case to some other date. Accordingly, the  PIO-cum-BDPO, Sudhar  was  directed to supply the 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. Accordingly, on the request of the respondent, the case was adjourned for today.
4.

Shri Sukhbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant,  which has been duly received by him.
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.


                                                               Sd/-








Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
Shri K.N.S.Sodhi,

# 1634, Sector-70,

Mohali, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Greater Mohali Area Development

Authority, SAS Nagar,Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Greater Mohali Area Development


Authority, SAS Nagar, Mohali.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1233 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
Shri K. N. Sodhi, appellant, in person.

Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate;  Shri Harpreet Singh, Law Officer;  Shri Raj Kumar, SDO(Public Health) and Shri Anuj Sehgal, SDE(Civil), on behalf of the respondents.

1.

In this case, on 20.02.2014  the respondent stated that the requisite information had been provided to the appellant. The appellant expressed his dis-satisfaction over  the information provided to him  as point-wise specific information had not been provided to him as per the directions of the Commission on 23.01.2014. After hearing both the parties, it was  observed  that the appellant was  not satisfied with the provided information. Therefore, Ld. Counsel for the respondents was  directed to verify the information himself and ensure that specific point-wise information was  supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. Besides, the PIO and the deemed PIO were  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing for apprising the Commission of the full facts of the case. Besides, the appellant was advised to 
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 inspect the record, if he so desired, after fixing a meeting with the First Appellate Authority so that complete information to his satisfaction  could be provided to him. The 

case was adjourned to 10.04.2014, which was further adjourned to 15.05.2014 due to Lok Sabha Elections in Chandigarh.

2.

On 15.05.2014,  as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Smt. Dalbir Kaur, PIO, was  present.  Shri Balwinder Singh, Counsel for the respondents, stated that the complete information, as available  in  their record, had been supplied to the appellant. He submitted a copy of the information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. 
The appellant informed  that he received the information only yesterday. He sought time to study the same. Accordingly, the appellant  was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO within 10 days with a copy to the Commission.  In this case,  Smt. Dalbir Kaur, PIO,  had been issued a show-cause notice on 12.11.2013 to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on her for the delay in the supply of requisite information. Accordingly, she was  directed to submit her reply to the show-cause notice on the next date of hearing and explain in detail the reasons for delay in the supply of information. The case was adjourned to 11.06.2014

3.

On 11.06.2014,  the appellant submitted  a written submission containing his observations  and pointing out deficiencies in the provided information, which was  taken on record. A letter dated 09.06.2014 had been received from Shri Balwinder Singh, Counsel for the respondents requesting for a short adjournment of the case as he had to visit Ludhiana to attend to the obsequies of his uncle. Accordingly, on the request of Ld. Counsel for the respondent, the case was  adjourned to  01.07.2014 at 2.00 P.M. However, the PIO was  directed to provide the remaining information to the appellant in view of the observations/deficiencies submitted by him. Due to certain administrative reasons, court could not be held on 01.07.2014 and was adjourned for 25.07.2014.
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4.

On 25.07.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents submitted reply through an affidavit  from Smt. Dalbir Kaur, Assistant Estate Officer-cum-PIO to the Show-Cause Notice issued to her on 12.11.2013 explaining reasons for delay in the supply of information, which was  taken on record. The appellant stated that the provided information had not been attested.  He  further requested  for  imposing a penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information in the light of the show-cause notice issued to her  and requested  for awarding a suitable compensation to him for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining requisite information in the instant case. Accordingly, it was  directed that a duly attested copy of information be provided to the appellant. The matter regarding imposition of penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information and awarding compensation to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him, would be considered and decided on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs the Commission that requisite duly attested information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant confirms it stating that the information is late by 18 months. He requests that a penalty may be imposed upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information and he may be awarded a suitable compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information in the instant case.
6.

In this case RTI application   dated 17.01.2013 was submitted by the Shri K.N.S.Sodhi to the PIO of the office Greater Mohali Area Development Authority(GMADA), Sector:62, Mohali for seeking certain information on 12 points, pursuant to a News Item published in the Tribune dated 14.01.2012 containing statement of Shri Jatinder Mohan, S.E. regarding installation of poles asserting that it would facilitate location of destination. Failing to receive any information within requested time limit of 48 hours as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 
Shri Sodhi filed first appeal before the 
First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 10.03.2013 in terms of Section 19(1) and thereafter approached the Commission by 
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way of Second Appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which was received in the Commission on 16.05.2013. 
7.

During hearings in the Commission it came to the notice the information was supplied to the  appellant but he was not satisfied as it was incomplete and irrelevant. Consequently, during hearing on 12.11.2013 a show-cause notice was issued to Ms. Dalbir Kaur,  Assistant Estate Officer to explain in  writing by through a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act,2005 be not imposed on her. She was also asked under Section 20(1) proviso thereto to appear on the next date of hearing  for personal hearing before the imposition of penalty. On 25.07.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents submitted reply through an affidavit  from Smt. Dalbir Kaur, Assistant Estate Officer-cum-PIO to the Show-Cause Notice issued to her on 12.11.2013 explaining reasons for delay in the supply of information. In the reply Smt. Dalbir Kaur has submitted that on 24.01.2013 Technical Branch was directed to provide requisite information to the appellant but due to some administrative reasons appointment  of APIO could not be made and consequently three APIOs had to be appointed, which caused delay in the supply of information. She has further submitted that information was supplied to the appellant but observations made by him time and again on the provided information caused delay in the supply of complete information. Besides, she explained personally the reasons in detail for the delay in the supply of information. 
8.

After going through the facts of the case and in view of the submissions made by Smt. Dalbir Kaur, in writing and  orally, I come to the conclusion that no doubt the information has been delayed but no malafide is proved on the part of Smt. Dalbir Kaur for intentionally delaying the information. Sincere efforts were made by her but the delay caused is procedural  as the information had to be collected from different 
sections of GMADA and appointment of APIO could not be made early due to some administrative reasons.  Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon her. However, she is warned to be careful in future while handling RTI cases.
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9.

So far as the request of the appellant for awarding him a suitable compensation is concerned,  it  is true  that complete  information has been supplied to the appellant  after 18 months. During this period, he has attended  8 hearings in the Commission while travelling from Sector:70, Mohali to Sector:17, Chandigarh and back.  In view of the loss and detriment suffered by him during this long period  in obtaining the information in the instant case, I find full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore,  in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, a compensation of Rs. 5,000/-(Rupees five thousand only) is awarded to Shri K.N.S. Sodhi, appellant, to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. GMADA, Mohali, through Bank Draft, within 30 days and confirmation to this effect will be furnished to the Commission. 
10.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Chief Administrator, Greater Mohali Area Development Authority, SAS Nagar, Mohali to ensure the compliance of the order.
11.

Adjourned to 04.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-



                                                                     
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Chief Administrator, 




REGISTERED


Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,



PUDA BHAWAN, Sector: 62, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Nihal  Singh,

H.No.29/1 Street No.1,

Mandela House, Gopal Nagar,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Government,

Punjab, Department of Finance, Punjab

Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary to Government Punjab,


Department of Finance, Punjab Civil


Secretariat, Chandigarh.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2122 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Nihal Singh, appellant, in person.
Shri Malkiat Singh, Superintendent Grade-1(T&A), Finance Department, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Nihal Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  14-2-2014, addressed to Chief Minister Punjab, sought  information regarding his pending medical reimbursement bills  in the District Treasury and also Inquiry  Report  with regard to a complaint filed by him. His RTI application was transferred to the  Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Finance, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 15-04-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application 
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dated  14-6-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was
 received in the Commission on 16-6-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Shri R.K. Behal, Additional Director(T&A)-cum-PIO, Department of Finance vide letter No. 9433-TA(T-4-RTI Act-2005)20145/8468, dated 05.09.2014 has informed the Commission that the requisite information has already been sent to the appellant vide letters  No. 1170, dated 31.01.2014; No. 5423, dated 02.06.2014 and order of rejection of appeal on 28.05.2014.
4.

Today, the appellant confirms that he has received the requisite information.  Afterwards, he narrates his certain  personal grievances. Accordingly, he is advised to approach competent court of law for the removal of his grievances, if any.
5.

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

       




















Sd/-


                                                                                                                                
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Surinder Singh,

H.No.244, Guru Teg Bahadur Colony,

Batala-143505.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Government College,

Kala Afgana, District Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Directorate of Public Instructions,


(Colleges),Punjab,SAS Nagar.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.2149 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Ms. Simmi Kapoor, Senior Assistant, Ms. Neena Singla, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(Colleges)Punjab and Shri Navdeep, Clerk, office of Government College, Kala Afgana., on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Surinder Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 29-11-2013, addressed to PIO, office of Principal,  Government College, Kala Afgana, District Gurdaspur,  sought status of  payment of his medical reimbursement bill.
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  18-2-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  26-06-2014     under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  30-06-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Assistant Director(Establishment), office of DPI(Colleges), Punjab vide Memo. No. 2/26-14 n(2)$9476, dated 26.08.2014 has informed the Commission that sanction for medical reimbursement of Rs. 8949/- to Shri Surinder Singh, Retired Librarian,  has been  issued vide letter No. 19/134-2013 n(2), dated 20.05.2014.
4.

A letter dated 19.08.2014 has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to him. He has requested  that the case may be closed. 
5.

Today, the officials appearing on behalf of the respondents inform the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. 
6.

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











  Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Bachan Singh,
H.No.735-R,Partap Nagar,

Ward No.25, Bathinda.






…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,
Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2123 of 2014 

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Gurpreet Singh, ATP, Municipal Corporation, Bathinda, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri   Bachan Singh,  Appellant , vide an RTI application dated 17-10-2013, addressed to PIO, office of Municipal Corporation, Bathinda,  sought certain information on 2  points regarding area of 16 Parks and regarding  action taken on un-authorized  construction in Parks No. 7, 8 and 9.
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   02-12-2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 13-06-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 30-06-2014       and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

S.E.-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Bathinda,  vide letter No. 2715/B, dated 20.08.2014,  has informed the Commission that the information, available on record, has already been supplied to the appellant.
4.

Shri Gurpreet Singh, ATP, Municipal Corporation, Bathinda, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. 
5.

The appellant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received from him, which shows that he has received the information and  is satisfied. 


6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Varun Bansal,

H.No.124, Street No.3,

Green Avenue Bibiwala Chowk,

Bathinda.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Department of Finance,
(Finance Personnel-2 Branch),

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Department of Finance,
(Finance Personnel-2 Branch), Punjab

Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.2153 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Varun Bansdal, appellant, in person.
Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Senior Assistant(Finance Personnel-2 Branch), office of Principal Secretary Finance, on behalf of the respondent.


Shri  Varun Bansal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 04-02-2014, addressed to Secretary Personnel, Punjab, Chandigarh sought certain information regarding all types of leaves including Extra Ordinary Leave, which can be granted to short-term or adhoc basis Punjab Government employees. His RTI application was transferred to the PIO of the  office of Department of Finance,(Finance Personnel-2 Branch), Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 

2.

The APIO of the office of Finance Department(Finance Personnel-2 Branch) sent a reply to the applicant  vide Memo. No. 24/10/2014-3ftHgqH2$177331$1, dated 07.03.2014. Being not  satisfied with the reply, Shri Varun Bansal filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 24-03-2014  under the 
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provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005. The PIO again vide Memo. No. 24/10/2014-3ftHgqH2$87, dated 17.04.2014 sent a reply to the applicant. Again not satisfied with the reply of the APIO, Shri Varun Bansal  subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  07-06-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 01-07-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Senior Assistant(Finance Personnel-2 Branch), office of Principal Secretary Finance, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informs the Commission that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. After discussing the provided information, point-wise, the appellant expresses his satisfaction. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Sukhmander Singh,

Mohan Ke Road,Near Gate-2,

Grain Market, Guru Harsahai,

District Ferozepur.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o District Manager, MARKFED,
Ferozepur.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.1916 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.

Vide RTI application dated  16-01-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Sukhmander Singh sought information regarding names and addresses of workers working in Guru Har Sahai Branch and also of Labour Contractor. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Sukhmander Singh      filed a complaint dated 09-07-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 09-07-2014  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  30.09.2014, which was preponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

A letter dated 17.09.2014 has been received through FAX from the complainant informing the Commission that he has received the information from the office of District Manager Markfed, Ferozepur.
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Sukhmander Singh,

Mohan Ke Road,Near Gate-2,

Grain Market, Guru Harsahai,

District Ferozepur.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o District Manager, MARKFED,
Ferozepur.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.1917 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.


Vide RTI application dated  16-01-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri Sukhmander Singh  sought photo copies of P.V. reports of wheat of Godowns of Markfed Branch of Ferozepur and Makhu during the years 2009-10 and 2010-11. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Sukhmander Singh      filed a complaint dated 09-07-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 09-07-2014  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  30.09.2014, which was preponed for today.
3.

A letter dated 17.09.2014 has been received through FAX from the complainant informing the Commission that he has received the information from the office of District Manager Markfed, Ferozepur.

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.










Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Sukhmander Singh,

Mohan Ke Road,Near Gate-2,

Grain Market, Guru Harsahai,

District Ferozepur.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o MARKFED,Ferozepur.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.1889 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.


Vide RTI application dated  16-01-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Sukhmander Singh  sought various information regarding P.V. of wheat of Guru Har Sahai Branch record in W-1 Register.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Sukhmander Singh      filed a complaint dated 09-07-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 09-07-2014  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  30.09.2014, which was preponed for today.
3.

A letter dated 17.09.2014 has been received through FAX from the complainant informing the Commission that he has received the information from the office of District Manager Markfed, Ferozepur.

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Gulshan Rai Sanger, 
Jr.Assistant,D.A.N.College,
Mohalla Vaid Hem Raj,

NAWANSHAHR.






…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Directorate of Public  Instructions,





(Colleges),  Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board Complex, Mohali.


…Respondent




 Complaint  Case No.1900 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Gulshan Rai Sanger, complainant, in person.
Shri Baldev Singh, Superintendent and Shri Jasbir Singh, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(Colleges), Punjab, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated  25-04-2014  addressed to the respondent, Sh.Gulshan Rai sought copy  of dispatch register and copy of Action Taken Report on his complaint dated 28.03.2014 sent to Shri Jagtar Singh, Assistant Deputy Director.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Gulshan Rai filed a complaint dated 04-07-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 09-07-2014  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  30.09.2014, which was preponed for today.
3.

Shri Baldev Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondent, seeks time to enable him to supply requisite information to the complainant, which is granted.  

4.

Adjourned to 09.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M.





 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Ajit Singh,

H.No.71, Shekhupura Enclave,

Near Punjabi University,

Patiala.








…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o  Registrar, Punjabi University,

Patiala.








…Respondent
Complaint  Case No.1840 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Ajit Singh,  complainant, in person.
Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated  05-05-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Ajit Singh sought  information on 14 points including attested copies of appointment letters and promotion  orders of certain employees working in the Punjabi University, Patiala.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Ajit Singh  filed a complaint dated 30-06-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 30-06--2014  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  today.

3.

A letter No. 1915/S-6/430/14/RTI Cell, dated 12.08.2014 has been received from the PIO-cum-Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala informing the Commission that the information asked for at Points No. 1 to 10 and 13 has been supplied to the complainant and the information asked for at Points No. 11,12 and 14 is vague and thus has not been provided. It has further been submitted that the sought information is very large,  voluminous and vague.
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4.

Today, the complainant informs the Commission that he is not satisfied with the provided information as it is incomplete. Ld. Counsel for the respondents submits that the sought information is vague and voluminous. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

5.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

6.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

7.

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







 

Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Jang Singh,

Village Badshahpur Colony,

Tehsil Samana District Patiala.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Director Veterinary,

Animal Husbandry Department,

Patiala.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.1846 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Jang Singh,  complainant, in person.
Dr. K.P.S. Pasricha, APIO(HQ), on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated  27.02.2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri Jang Singh  sought various information/documents in respect of Shri Manjit Singh, Poultry Inspector.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jang Singh    filed a complaint dated 20-06-2014 with the Commission, which was received in it on 24-06-2014  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  today.

3.

A letter No. 2056, dated 12.08.2014 has been received from Dr. Mukhwinder Singh, Deputy Director, Animal Husbandry, Patiala,  informing the Commission that due reply has been sent to the applicant as per rule vide registered letter No. 1536, dated 02.04.2014.
4.

Today, the complainant informs the Commission that he is not satisfied 
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with the provided information as it  is impartial/incomplete. Accordingly, Dr. Mukhwinder 
Singh, Deputy Director, Animal Husbandry, Patiala, is directed to supply complete information to the complainant as per his RTI application within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission.
5.

Adjourned to  09.12.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.



             Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Dr. Mukhwinder Singh,




REGISTERED
Deputy Director, Animal Husbandry,
 Patiala,



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Parkash Singh,

Village Chandiala
Tehsil Khamanon, 

Fatehgarh Sahib.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Khamanon, District 

Fatehgarh Sahib.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.1816 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Parkash Singh, complainant, in person.
Shri Rajinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated  07-03-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Ajit Singh  sought photo copies of Proceeding Register of Gram Panchayat Chandiala for the period from 01.02.2008 to 31.05.2013.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Ajit Singh     filed a complaint dated 21-06-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 27-06--2014  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  today.

3.

Shri Rajinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informs the Commission that the complainant was asked vide a letter to deposit the document charges. Since no document charges were deposited by him, the requisite information was not supplied to him. The complainant asserts that he has not received any letter from the PIO for depositing the document charges. The respondent is directed to produce proof on the next date of hearing to show that the complainant was written a letter for depositing the document charges.
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4.

Shri Rajinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, further states that he has brought the information today. He hands over the information running into 342 pages to the complainant. The complainant seeks time to study the provided information, which is granted. The complainant is directed to furnish his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
5.

Adjourned to 09.12.2014  at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Surinder Singh Sodhi,
H.No.515, Pancham Enclave,

Sector-48A, Chandigarh.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to  Government ,Punjab,

( Finance Personnel-2 Branch),

Complaint  Case No.1852 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri Surinder Singh Sodhi,  complainant, in person.

Shri Daljit Singh, Senior Assistant(Finance Personnel-2 Branch), office of Principal Secretary Finance, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated  14-02-2012  addressed to the respondent, Shri Surinder  Singh  sought certain clarification regarding upgrading of the pay of a senior official to that of his junior on the basis of pay band/Grade Pay, grant of increment etc.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri   Surinder Singh    filed a complaint dated 30-06-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 02-07--2014  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  today.

3.

Shri Daljit Singh, Senior Assistant(Finance Personnel-2 Branch), office of Principal Secretary Finance, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informs the Commission that the matter, regarding which the information has been sought by the complainant, is under consideration of the Finance Department but the RTI application 
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is vague as no specific information has been sought. Consequently, after perusing the RTI application, the complainant is advised to file a fresh RTI application to the PIO of the Finance Department for seeking specific information/Action Taken Report.
4.

In these circumstances, the instant case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Arun Kumar Jain, Advocate,

239, Subhash Bazar Opposite

State Bank of India, Meerut.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat
Officer, Anandpur Sahib.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Development and Panchayat

Officer, Roopnagar.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2135 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Baldev Chand, appellant, in person.
Shri Surinder Singh, S.E.P.O., Block: Sri Anandpur Sahib, on behalf of the respondents. 

Shri  Arun Kumar Jain, appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  11-10-2012 , addressed to PIO, office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Anandpur Sahib, sought certain information  on behalf of Shri Baldev Chand regarding encroachment on Shamlat Land of Gram Panchayat, Hambhewal, District: Ropar.
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 19-04-2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  24-06-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 26-6-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Shri Surinder Singh, S.E.P.O., appearing on behalf of the respondents states that the RTI application submitted by the appellant is vague. After perusing the RTI application and finding it vague, the appellant is advised to file a fresh application to the BDPO for seeking some specific information.
4.

In these circumstances, the instant case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Mrs. Sunita Kaushal,  

Wife of Shri Anil Kaushal, H.No.B-34,3178,

New Tagore Nagar, Street No.7,

Haibowal Kalan, District Ludhiana-141001.



…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal PAU Government Senior
Secondary Model School, 

Ludhiana-141001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o District Education Officer,


Ludhiana.

.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2216 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Sanjeev Thapar, Principal, PAU Government Senior Secondary Model School, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents.


Mrs.  Sunita Kaushal,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  21-04-2014, addressed to PIO, office of  Principal PAU Government Senior Secondary Model School, Ludhiana, sought salary detail of Shri Anil Kaushal, Math Master,  for the period from October,2013 to March, 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 27-05-2014under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  03-07-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 09-07--2014     and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

A letter No. 185, dated 05.08.2014 has been received from Shri Sanjeev Thapar, Principal, PAU Government Senior Secondary Model School, Ludhiana, informing the Commission that the requisite information has already been supplied to the applicant  through District Education Officer, Ludhiana vide letter No. 55, dated 23.05.2014. It has further been submitted that on receiving Hearing Notice from the Commission, the requisite information has again been supplied to the applicant on  30.07.2014. A copy of the provided information alongwith receipt taken from the applicant has also been attached with the above-said letter dated 05.08.2014, which has been taken on record. 
4.

Today, Shri Sanjeev Thapar, Principal, PAU Government Senior Secondary Model School, Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the respondents, reiterates that the information has been supplied to the appellant twice,  which has been duly received by her.
5.

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









Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:23-09-2014


             State Information Commissioner
