STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vidya Sagar,

# 101-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.








  Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC No.183 /2008

Present:
Shri Vidya Sagar, Complainant, in person.
Shri Ramesh Chander, Supdt-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Ramesh Chander, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent states that information as per the observations/comments made by Shri Vidya Sagar, Appellant, has been sent to the State Information Commission, Punjab, vide Memo No.PIO/RTI/2008/16667, dated 16.7.2008, relating to AC Nos.183/2008, 184/2008, 185/2008 and 186/2008 which has been received in the Commission office on 21.7.2008. He further states that the proceedings of the inspection of the record made by Shri Vidya Sagar in the office of PIO, Office of Centre for Communication, Languages and Culture, PAU, Ludhiana, has been signed by all the officers/officials alongwith Shri Vidya Sagar.  The information running into 186 documents, has been supplied to the Appellant and receipt has been signed by Shri Vidya Sagar on the proceedings. The other documents, i.e. 
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photocopies of all the documents pertaining to the personal files of the office of Registrar as desired by Shri Vidya Sagar (apprx. 1200 pages), complete enquiry report submitted by Mr. V.R.Sharma (apprx. 392 pages) will be supplied by 25.9.2006 at 11.00 AM.

2.

He further states that after the inspection, the information asked by the Appellant was ready for supply on 25th September, 2006.

3.

The APIO further states that inspection of relevant record as requested by Shri Vidya Sagar, vide Memo No.ADC/PIO/5873-74, dated 25.9.2006 will be held on 5.10.2006 at 10.30 AM. But the same was again personally inspected by Shri Vidya Sagar, Appellant in the office of Addl. Director of Communication-cum-PIO, Centre for Communication, Languages and Culture on 5.10.2006 as well as on 17.10.2006 in the presence of the officials from the O/o Registrar, Comptroller and Head, Civil Engineering PAU, Ludhiana and certified copies of 1658 documents of his personal files from the offices of Registrar as well as Comptroller, PAU were handed over to the Appellant and in token of receipt of 3856 sheets, Shri Vidya Sagar has signed under protest on 17.10.2006.

4.

During today’s arguments, the appellant states that the information supplied to him is not as per his demand, although the information was supplied to him after thorough inspection made by the Appellant and the charges of Rs.422/-(Four hundred twenty two only) were deposited vide Cheque dated
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 8.9.2006 and charges of  Rs.7712/-(Seven thousand seven hundred twelve only) 

were  deposited vide Cheque No.048314, dated 17.10.2006 by the Appellant. There is thus  a clear dispute regarding the supply of information by the Respondent to the Appellant. According to the Respondent, the information demanded has been completely supplied whereas according to the Appellant it is not as per his demand. But in this case I am not inclined to go into the correctness of the stands taken by the parties for the reason that in this appeal preferred by Shri Vidya Sagar under Section 19 of RTI Act, 2005, he has made baseless and reckless allegation against me. The allegations inter alia are that “ the corrupt Surinder Singh, Information Denying Commissioner should be booked under Section 166 of IPC immediately by DGP Crime, Punjab Police or U.T. Police at the discretion of his Excellency Governor of Punjab. “  
5.

The allegations levelled by the Appellant are both contemptuous and contemptible. I am sending the papers of this case to the Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner for considering the initiation of suitable contempt proceedings against the Appellant. Apart from this,  I am also of the considered view that the Appellant is not entitled to a hearing of this appeal on merits until he purges himself of the contempt committed by him and until such time as the 

matter regarding the initiation of contempt proceeding and action pursuant thereto is finally disposed of/taken. 
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6.

In view of the foregoing, I hereby order that the instant appeal be adjourned sine-die. The file may be put up before me only after the final decision regarding the contempt proceedings is taken. 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Sector:17, Chandigarh for putting up the papers before the Chief Information Commissioner for appropriate orders.


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chaman Lal Goyal,

# 2123, Sector: 27-C, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Government,

Department of Home, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 516 /2008

Present:
Shri Chaman Lal Goyal, Complainant, in person.
Shri D.K.Sidhu, Chief Probation Officer-cum-APIO, Shri G.K.Sood, Shri Amrit Pal Singh, Supdt, Shri Jasbir Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Sanjiv Kumar, Record Keeper, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The report of the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab, Chandigarh received in the Commission office on 23rd July, 2008. The result of the examination is as below:-

“DIRECTOR FORENSIC SCIENCE LABORATORY, PUNJAB, CHANDIGARH.

MINI SECRETARIAT PUNJAB, PLOT NO.2, SECTOR 9A, CHANDIGARH.

(Admissible u/s 293 Cr.P.C. 1973 as amended in 1978)

Case No.:

Doc/314/2008/FSL/Pb./dated: 22.7.2008

           Reference No.:

Memo No.PSIC/Legal/Misc./2008/6508,dated 7.6.2008.




     
from the State Information Commission, Punjab.


Subject:
            Comparison of writings.


Date of Receipt:
07.07.2008.


Mode of Receipt:
By confidential dak.
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Documents:

The following documents have been received by


Received

confidential dak:-

1. 
Redenclosed questioned writings and initials in       “English”



           On one document stamped and marked Q1.
     

                      2.  
Red enclosed admitted writings and signatures of    J.C.Singla in “English” on five documents stamped and marked A1 to A8.  


RESULT OF EXAMINATION



I have carefully and thoroughly examined the red enclosed questioned writings and initials stamped and marked Q1 and have compared them with the relevant standard writings and signatures from the original documents in all aspects of hand-writing identification and detection of forgery with the help of Scientific aids and it has been concluded that:-

           1.                The person who wrote the red enclosed standard writings and

         
signatures stamped and marked A1 to A8 also wrote the red enclosed questioned writings and initials similarly stamped and marked Q1.









        Sd/-





   
                    Director, Forensic Science Laboratory,




         Punjab, Chandigarh.” 

2.              The APIO Office of the Director General Prisons, Punjab states that the original notings along with the advice of the Director Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab be returned to the Department for taking necessary action  of the Annual Confidential Report for the year 1994-95. 

3.

The Complainant pleads that one copy of the noting sheet along with the report of the Director Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab; Chandigarh may also be supplied to him for his record. The original office copy of the representation dated 14.12.1995 along with the original noting sheet running into 11 sheets including three sheets of the representation dated 14.12.1995 be returned to the Department of Prisons by taking proper receipt from the APIO. Accordingly, two sets of papers received from the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory has been prepared, one copy duly authenticated is handed over the Complainant and another copy is placed on the record of the Commission file. 
                          Cont…P/3
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4.
          Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Director General of Police(Jails), Punjab, SCO NO. 8-9, Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar,

# 15, Raj Guru Nagar Extension,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab,

SCO:1-2-3, Sector: 17A, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1399 /2008

Present:
Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar, Complainant-in-person.
Shri Bhola Ram Goyal,Regional Deputy Director Audit, Ludhiana-cum-APIO and Shri Rajiv Aggarwal, Junior Auditor, Head Office, Chandigarh and Shri Vijay Sharma, Junior Auditor on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The APIO Shri Bhola Ram Goyal, Regional Dy. Director Audit, Ludhiana states that the representation dated 10.7.2006 of Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar, addressed to the Examiner, Local Fund Accounts, Punjab, Chandigarh, has not been received. However, the Complainant states that the letter was handed over to the then Examiner, Local Fund Accounts Shri Puri personally. A copy of that representation was also sent to the State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh and the Comptroller, Inspection Branch, PAU Ludhiana. The APIO states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No.3 (284)/5614, dated 11.6.2008, running into three sheets along with one sheet of covering letter.

3.

The Complainant states that he has demanded that what action has been taken on his representation dated 10.7.2006 and the correspondence made
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since 1.4.1988 till date, the date of application dated 20.5.2008. The APIO states that the Complainant can inspect the record relating to the instant case in the afternoon today himself. The APIO is directed to bring the record in the office Chamber at 2.30 PM along with the dealing Assistant.
4.

The case was again heard at 2.30 PM in the Chamber. On the perusal of the record shown to the Commission today, APIO states that a letter was written to the University in the year 2003 from the Finance Department to the Examiner, Local Fund Account, Chandigarh, ID No.792/96-4FE-3/78, dated 23.9.2003 in which it was directed by the Finance Department that :

“The matter has been considered in the Finance Department in the light of orders of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in captioned cases. The Hon’ble Supreme Court of India has directed that the State is not authorized to interfere in the internal working of the Universities’ functioning under its respective statutes. If the Punjab Agricultural University Authorities relax the eligibility conditions in respect of certain employees working under them for revising/enhancing the pay scales, the additional liability on account of this will be exclusively the responsibility of the Punjab Agricultural University Authorities and the State Government grant to this extent should not be extended to.”

5.

The letter was forwarded to all the Universities to work out the liabilitities. The APIO further states that the representation of the Complainant dated 10.7.2006 has not been received in the office. The self-attested photo-copy of the representation of Shri G.S.Brar dated 10.7.2006 is handed over to the APIO to deal the case in the light of the request made by the Complainant 
and what action has been taken on the representation dated 10.7.2006 be apprised of to the Complainant. It is also directed that the correspondence made since 1.4.1988 till 20.5.2008 the date of the application duly authenticated, be supplied to the Complainant. The detail of the letters regarding giving senior pay-scale as Rs.3000-5000 and selection grade as Rs.3700-5700 to the Coaches of
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the Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana, is given as below, be supplied also as given by the Complainant:-


1.
Letter No.137-40, dated 16.3.2006.


2.
Letter No.222-25, dated 17.4.2006.


3.
Letter No.353-56, dated 17.5.2006.





4.
Letter No.`459-62, dated 12.6.2006.





5.
Letter No.560-63, dated 18.7.2006.





6.
Letter No.765-68, dated 10.10.2006


7.
Letter No.831-33, dated 7.11.2006


8.
Letter No.952-952, dated 26.12.2006

4.

The aforesaid letters are required to be dealt with by the Department of Examiner, Local Fund Account which has been shown to the APIO by the Complainant.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28-08-2008.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Kirpal Singh Gill,

# 2, Vikas Vihar, Civil Lines,

Patiala.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Patiala.





Respondent

CC No.1942 /2007

Present:
Er.  Kirpal Singh Gill, Complainant, in person.
Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate, Shri Khushwant Singh Brar, APIO-cum-Accountant and Shri Basant Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 10.6.2008, when it was directed that the Inquiry Report be submitted within one month and compensation of Rs. 5000/-(Rupees Five Thousand only) be paid to the Complainant through Bank Draft, before the next date of hearing i.e. today. 

2.

Ld. Counsel further pleads that there is no provision in the RTI Act, 2005, to give compensation to the Complainant/Appellant. He further states that he will file a review petition with Chief Information Commissioner in this regard. The Complainant states that there is a specific provision under Section 19(8)(b) to give compensation to the Complainant/Appellant for the detriment suffered by him for getting the information.

3.

Ld. Counsel for the Respondent pleads that the case may be
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adjourned for two weeks, as the PIO is busy in the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India  in another case. The request of the Counsel is accepted with the directions that the PIO will bring the Bank Draft of Rs.5000/-(Rs.Five thousand only) of compensation on the next date of hearing. He will also submit a copy of Notification on the basis of which calculations for imposing penalty for non-construction of Building up to 31.7.1998(CP/91 of File No.SCF-10, GDNS Patiala) have been made. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 7.8.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri A.K. Garg,

# 3290, Sector: 44-D,   Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Bureau of Public Enterprises, Punjab,

(Directorate of Disinvestment, Finance Department),

SCO No. 53-55, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.861/2008

Present:
Shri A.K. Garg, Complainant, in person.
Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Section Officer, office of Director Disinvestment  and  Shri R.K. Goel, APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer, office of PSIEC, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

The APIO makes a submission of an affidavit as per the directions given on the last date of hearing regarding date of Notification whether it  is 11th March, 1999 or 24th November, 1997. The Complainant states that no clarification has been given by the PIO in the affidavit and he may be directed to file a fresh affidavit. The Complainant further states that the PIO may also scrutinize the affidavits submitted by various PSUs of Government of Punjab and supply him a self contained note. The Complainant also states  that the Department may also clarify what action has been taken against the officers/officials, who have made recruitment inspite of the instructions issued by the Government in this regard. 
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2.

Accordingly, It is directed that a fresh affidavit be submitted by the PIO regarding clarification regarding the date of Notification, asked for by the Complainant,  on the next date of hearing. He will also supply a self contained note after scrutinizing the affidavits submitted by the PSUs to the Complainant. He will also clarify the action, which has been taken against the officers/officials, who have made recruitment inspite of the instructions of the Government. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28.8.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parvesh Kumar,

H.No.T-3, 11 RSD Colony,

Shahpur Kandi, Township,











Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer Personnel Division-cum-

R.S.D. Project, Shahpurkandi Township, 

District Gurdaspur.







 Respondent

CC No.896/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Chander Kant, Assistant Engineer-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant vide his letter received in the Commission office on 11.7.2008 states that the required information has been received from the PIO, RSD Project Shahpur Kandi Township. 

2.

The Respondent on behalf of the PIO makes written statement along with the receipt from the Complainant in token of the information supplied to him on 12.6.2008 that the information in the instant case as per the demand of the Complainant has since been supplied. He further states that the case may be closed. 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vidya Sagar,

# 101-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.








  Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC No.184 /2008

Present:
Shri Vidya Sagar, Complainant, in person.
Shri Ramesh Chander, Supdt-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Ramesh Chander, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent states that information as per the observations/comments made by Shri Vidya Sagar, Appellant, has been sent to the State Information Commission, Punjab, vide Memo No.PIO/RTI/2008/16667, dated 16.7.2008, relating to AC Nos.183/2008, 184/2008, 185/2008 and 186/2008 which has been received in the Commission office on 21.7.2008. He further states that the proceedings of the inspection of the record made by Shri Vidya Sagar in the office of PIO, Office of Centre for Communication, Languages and Culture, PAU, Ludhiana, has been signed by all the officers/officials alongwith Shri Vidya Sagar.  The information running into 186 documents, has been supplied to the Appellant and receipt has been signed by Shri Vidya Sagar on the proceedings. The other documents, i.e. 

                                                                                                             Cont…P/2

AC No.184/2008


  -2-
photocopies of all the documents pertaining to the personal files of the office of Registrar as desired by Shri Vidya Sagar (apprx. 1200 pages), complete enquiry report submitted by Mr. V.R.Sharma (apprx. 392 pages) will be supplied by 25.9.2006 at 11.00 AM.

2.

He further states that after the inspection, the information asked by the Appellant was ready for supply on 25th September, 2006.

3.

The APIO further states that inspection of relevant record as requested by Shri Vidya Sagar, vide Memo No.ADC/PIO/5873-74, dated 25.9.2006 will be held on 5.10.2006 at 10.30 AM. But the same was again personally inspected by Shri Vidya Sagar, Appellant in the office of Addl. Director of Communication-cum-PIO, Centre for Communication, Languages and Culture on 5.10.2006 as well as on 17.10.2006 in the presence of the officials from the O/o Registrar, Comptroller and Head, Civil Engineering PAU, Ludhiana and certified copies of 1658 documents of his personal files from the offices of Registrar as well as Comptroller, PAU were handed over to the Appellant and in token of receipt of 3856 sheets, Shri Vidya Sagar has signed under protest on 17.10.2006.

4.

During today’s arguments, the appellant states that the information supplied to him is not as per his demand, although the information was supplied to him after thorough inspection made by the Appellant and the charges of Rs.422/-(Four hundred twenty two only) were deposited vide Cheque dated 
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8.9.2006 and charges of  Rs.7712/- (Seven thousand seven hundred twelve only)

were  deposited vide Cheque No.048314, dated 17.10.2006 by the Appellant. There is thus  a clear dispute regarding the supply of information by the Respondent to the Appellant. According to the Respondent, the information demanded has been completely supplied whereas according to the Appellant it is not as per his demand. But in this case I am not inclined to go into the correctness of the stands taken by the parties for the reason that in this appeal preferred by Shri Vidya Sagar under Section 19 of RTI Act, 2005, he has made baseless and reckless allegation against me. The allegations inter alia are that 

 “  cheat Surinder Singh has been purchased by the Respondent University. Surinder Singh should be removed and put behind the bars as he is BORN CRIMINAL. H.E. is requested to take action against the LIAR ”

5.

The allegations levelled by the Appellant are both contemptuous and contemptible. I am sending the papers of this case to the Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner for considering the initiation of suitable contempt proceedings against the Appellant. Apart from this,  I am also of the considered view that the Appellant is not entitled to a hearing of this appeal on merits until he purges himself of the contempt committed by him and until such time as the 

matter regarding the initiation of contempt proceeding and action pursuant thereto is finally disposed of/taken. 
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6.

In view of the foregoing, I hereby order that the instant appeal be adjourned sine-die. The file may be put up before me only after the final decision regarding the contempt proceedings is taken. 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Sector:17, Chandigarh for putting up the papers before the Chief Information Commissioner for appropriate orders.



Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vidya Sagar,

# 101-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.








  Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC No.185 /2008

Present:
Shri Vidya Sagar, Complainant, in person.
Shri Ramesh Chander, Supdt-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Ramesh Chander, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent states that information as per the observations/comments made by Shri Vidya Sagar, Appellant, has been sent to the State Information Commission, Punjab, vide Memo No.PIO/RTI/2008/16667, dated 16.7.2008, relating to AC Nos.183/2008, 184/2008, 185/2008 and 186/2008 which has been received in the Commission office on 21.7.2008. He further states that the proceedings of the inspection of the record made by Shri Vidya Sagar in the office of PIO, Office of Centre for Communication, Languages and Culture, PAU, Ludhiana, has been signed by all the officers/officials alongwith Shri Vidya Sagar.  The information running into 186 documents, has been supplied to the Appellant and receipt has been signed by Shri Vidya Sagar on the proceedings. The other documents, i.e. 
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photocopies of all the documents pertaining to the personal files of the office of Registrar as desired by Shri Vidya Sagar (apprx. 1200 pages), complete enquiry report submitted by Mr. V.R.Sharma (apprx. 392 pages) will be supplied by 25.9.2006 at 11.00 AM.

2.

He further states that after the inspection, the information asked by the Appellant was ready for supply on 25th September, 2006.

3.

The APIO further states that inspection of relevant record as requested by Shri Vidya Sagar, vide Memo No.ADC/PIO/5873-74, dated 25.9.2006 will be held on 5.10.2006 at 10.30 AM. But the same was again personally inspected by Shri Vidya Sagar, Appellant in the office of Addl. Director of Communication-cum-PIO, Centre for Communication, Languages and Culture on 5.10.2006 as well as on 17.10.2006 in the presence of the officials from the O/o Registrar, Comptroller and Head, Civil Engineering PAU, Ludhiana and certified copies of 1658 documents of his personal files from the offices of Registrar as well as Comptroller, PAU were handed over to the Appellant and in token of receipt of 3856 sheets, Shri Vidya Sagar has signed under protest on 17.10.2006.

4.

During today’s arguments, the appellant states that the information supplied to him is not as per his demand, although the information was supplied to him after thorough inspection made by the Appellant and the charges of Rs.422/-(Four hundred twenty two only) were deposited vide Cheque dated 
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8.9.2006 and charges of  Rs.7712/- (Seven thousand seven hundred twelve only)

were  deposited vide Cheque No.048314, dated 17.10.2006 by the Appellant. There is thus  a clear dispute regarding the supply of information by the Respondent to the Appellant. According to the Respondent, the information demanded has been completely supplied whereas according to the Appellant it is not as per his demand. But in this case I am not inclined to go into the correctness of the stands taken by the parties for the reason that in this appeal preferred by Shri Vidya Sagar under Section 19 of RTI Act, 2005, he has made baseless and reckless allegation against me. The allegations inter alia are that “Criminal conspiracy has been hatched by Surinder Singh, Rajan Kashyap, Information Commissioners and Raj Kumar Mahey, Registrar and Avtar Chand Rana Comptroller ,  PAU  ”

5.

The allegations levelled by the Appellant are both contemptuous and contemptible. I am sending the papers of this case to the Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner for considering the initiation of suitable contempt proceedings against the Appellant. Apart from this,  I am also of the considered 

view that the Appellant is not entitled to a hearing of this appeal on merits until he purges himself of the contempt committed by him and until such time as the 

matter regarding the initiation of contempt proceeding and action pursuant thereto is finally disposed of/taken. 
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6.

In view of the foregoing, I hereby order that the instant appeal be adjourned sine-die. The file may be put up before me only after the final decision regarding the contempt proceedings is taken. 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Sector:17, Chandigarh for putting up the papers before the Chief Information Commissioner for appropriate orders.



Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vidya Sagar,

# 101-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.








  Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC No.186 /2008

Present:
Shri Vidya Sagar, Complainant, in person.
Shri Ramesh Chander, Supdt-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Ramesh Chander, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent states that information as per the observations/comments made by Shri Vidya Sagar, Appellant, has been sent to the State Information Commission, Punjab, vide Memo No.PIO/RTI/2008/16667, dated 16.7.2008, relating to AC Nos.183/2008, 184/2008, 185/2008 and 186/2008 which has been received in the Commission office on 21.7.2008. He further states that the proceedings of the inspection of the record made by Shri Vidya Sagar in the office of PIO, Office of Centre for Communication, Languages and Culture, PAU, Ludhiana, has been signed by all the officers/officials alongwith Shri Vidya Sagar.  The information running into 186 documents, has been supplied to the Appellant and receipt has 
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been signed by Shri Vidya Sagar on the proceedings. The other documents, i.e. 

photocopies of all the documents pertaining to the personal files of the office of Registrar as desired by Shri Vidya Sagar (apprx. 1200 pages), complete enquiry report submitted by Mr. V.R.Sharma (apprx. 392 pages) will be supplied by 25.9.2006 at 11.00 AM.

2.

He further states that after the inspection, the information asked by the Appellant was ready for supply on 25th September, 2006.

3.

The APIO further states that inspection of relevant record as requested by Shri Vidya Sagar, vide Memo No.ADC/PIO/5873-74, dated 25.9.2006 will be held on 5.10.2006 at 10.30 AM. But the same was again personally inspected by Shri Vidya Sagar, Appellant in the office of Addl. Director of Communication-cum-PIO, Centre for Communication, Languages and Culture on 5.10.2006 as well as on 17.10.2006 in the presence of the officials from the O/o Registrar, Comptroller and Head, Civil Engineering PAU, Ludhiana and certified copies of 1658 documents of his personal files from the offices of Registrar as well as Comptroller, PAU were handed over to the Appellant and in token of receipt of 3856 sheets, Shri Vidya Sagar has signed under protest on 17.10.2006.

4.

During today’s arguments, the appellant states that the information supplied to him is not as per his demand, although the information was supplied to him after thorough inspection made by the Appellant and the charges of 
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Rs.422/-(Four hundred twenty two only) were deposited vide Cheque dated 8.9.2006 and charges of  Rs.7712/-(Seven thousand seven hundred twelve only) were  deposited vide Cheque No.048314, dated 17.10.2006 by the Appellant. There is thus  a clear dispute regarding the supply of information by the Respondent to the Appellant. According to the Respondent, the information demanded has been completely supplied whereas according to the Appellant it is not as per his demand. But in this case I am not inclined to go into the correctness of the stands taken by the parties for the reason that in this appeal preferred by Shri Vidya Sagar under Section 19 of RTI Act, 2005, he has made baseless and reckless allegation against me. The allegations inter alia are that “Surinder Singh  is acting as a MONARCH and PSIC is his fathers Jagir/property”

5.

The allegations levelled by the Appellant are both contemptuous and contemptible. I am sending the papers of this case to the Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner for considering the initiation of suitable contempt proceedings against the Appellant. Apart from this,   I am also of the considered view that the Appellant is not entitled to a hearing of this appeal on merits until he 

purges himself of the contempt committed by him and until such time as the 

matter regarding the initiation of contempt proceeding and action pursuant thereto is finally disposed of/taken.
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6.

In view of the foregoing, I hereby order that the instant appeal be adjourned sine-die. The file may be put up before me only after the final decision regarding the contempt proceedings is taken. 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Sector:17, Chandigarh for putting up the papers before the Chief Information Commissioner for appropriate orders.



Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

