                                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Vill. Bolapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana.
         
                                                                                        Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

o/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab

SCO177-78, Nr. Mehfil, 

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. 

First Appellate Authority,

 State Transport Commissioner, Punjab

SCO177-78, Nr. Mehfil, 

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh                                                                    Respondents
                                             Appeal Case No.1144 of 2013

Present:
Shri Jasbir Singh, appellant in person.


For the Respondents: Shri J.S.Brar,Dy.STC,Punjab. 
ORDER:



Shri Jasbir Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 11.03.2013, addressed to PIO, Office of State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh, sought an information on four points mainly pertaining to the registration of vehicles from PB-01 series for the period from 2012 to 2013. 
   
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 i.e. Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh vide letter dated 17.4.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and even for no response subsequently he approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, received in it on 22.5.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.



During the hearing of this appeal it is observed that Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab-cum-First Appellate Authority vide letter No.6448 dated 23.4.2013 directed the PIO office of State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh to provide the information directly to the appellant. Intimation to this effect was also sent to the appellant. 


Shri J.S.Brar, PIO-cum-Deputy State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh delivers copy of letter No.11143 dated 11.6.2013 vide which the requisite information has been provided to the appellant. The perusal of the requisite information reveals that the same is in accordance with the RTI application dated 11.3.2013 of the appellant. 



The appellant has also shown his full satisfaction with the provided information, therefore, the case is closed/disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.07.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Vill. Bolapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana.                                                       Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar. 

First Appellate Authority,

o/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab

SCO177-78, Nr. Mehfil, 

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh                                                                   Respondent

                                             Appeal Case No.1157 of 2013

Present:
Shri Jasbir Singh, appellant in person.



For the Respondent: Shri Angrez Singh, DTO, Amritsar. 
ORDER:



Shri Jasbir Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 20.12.2012, addressed to PIO-cum-District Transport Officer, Amritsar, sought action taken report including correspondence pertaining to the orders passed by Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP No.181/2012, Prithvi Raj Yadav Vs State of Haryana and others and subsequently letter No.STC/AE/6100-26 dated 22.3.2012 and letter No.STC/AE/13966-991 dated 25.6.2012  issued by the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh to various authorities in the State for the implementation of directions given in the writ petition thereof. 


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 i.e. Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh vide letter dated 30.1.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 who directed the PIO-cum-DTO, Amritsar vide letter No.2412 dated 20.2.2012 for providing the information directly to the appellant endorsing the copy of this letter to appellant to get the information directly from the PIO-cum-DTO, Amritsar. 



Subsequently the appellant approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 17.5.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.



Today, during hearing, Shri Angrez Singh, DTO, Amritsar stated that he has fully implemented the directions of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and further directions given by the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab in CWP No.181/2012, Prithvi Raj Yadav Vs State of Haryana and others in his district Amritsar . He has taken charge six months back, but he could not supply the information to the Appellant due to certain confusion concerning the sought information. He seeks seven days time for providing the information to the appellant, which is accorded accordingly. 



Shri Angrez Singh, PIO-cum-DTO, Amritsar is directed to provide the duly attested requisite information free of cost to the appellant within a period of 10 days under registered cover. One set of supplied information shall be sent to Commission of its perusal



Adjourned to 25.7.2013 at 11:00 AM.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.07.2013   



     State Information Commissioner. 



Copy to :-                                            By  Registered  Post



Shri Angrez Singh, 

                      Public Information Officer –cum-

District Transport Officer, Amritsar. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.07.2013   



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Vill. Bolapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana.
         
                                                                                            Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer,

Tarn Taran 

First Appellate Authority,

o/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab

SCO177-78, Nr. Mehfil, 

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh .                                                                     Respondents
                                             Appeal Case No.1158 of 2013

Present:
Shri Jasbir Singh, appellant in person.


For Respondent: Shri Gurdev Singh, Clerk.
ORDER:



Shri Jasbir Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21.12.2012, addressed to PIO-cum-District Transport Officer, Tarn Taran, sought action taken report including copies of correspondence pertaining to the orders passed by Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP No.181/2012, Prithvi Raj Yadav Vs State of Haryana and others and subsequently letter letter No.STC/AE/6100-26 dated 22.3.2012 and letter No.STC/AE/13966-991 dated 25.6.2012  issued by the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh to various authorities in the State for the implementation of directions given in the writ petition thereof. 


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 i.e. Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh vide letter dated 30.1.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 who directed the PIO-cum-DTO, Tarn Taran vide letter No.2417 dated 20.2.2012 for providing the information directly to the appellant and copy of this letter was also endorsed to appellant to get the information directly from the PIO-cum-DTO, Tarn Taran. 



Subsequently the appellant approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, received in it on 17.5.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.



During the hearing of this case today, it is observed that on the receipt of the RTI application dated 21.12.2012 from the appellant, the PIO-cum-DTO, Tarn Taran vide letter No.240 dated 15.3.2013 wrote a letter to the Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab-cum-First Appellate Authority to send him back registered envelop which was attached by the appellant along with the RTI application. Copy of this letter was also endorsed by the PIO-cum-DTO, Tarn Taran to the appellant who sent the Postal Orders of Rs.30/- for sending him the information under registered cover. 


The perusal of the case file further reveals that the PIO-cum-DTO, Tarn Taran vide letter No.353 dated 25.4.2013 by enclosing a copy of letter No.309 dated 10.7.2012  sent the information to the appellant that for the implementation of the orders of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court necessary directions have been issued to all the Principals in the district of Tarn Taran. 


It is observed that though the RTI application dated 21.12.2012 was directly filed by the appellant with the PIO-cum-DTO, Tarn Taran, the matter kept on lingering till 25.4.2013 when information sought by the appellant have been provided to him. It is further observed that after receipt of notice of Commission in a second appeal, another information has also been provided by PIO-cum-DTO, Tarn Taran on 5.7.2013 endorsing a copy of another letter dated 5.7.2013 written to Principals, in district Tarn Taran. 


Therefore, the Commission in exercise of the powers conferred on it under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, awards a compensation to the tune of Rs. 3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) to be payable to the appellant Sh. Jasbir Singh for the loss and other detriments suffered by him. This compensation amount shall be paid by the Public Authority in the  Department of Transport, Punjab through State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, SCO177-78, Near Mehfil, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh within a period of three weeks in the shape of  Bank draft.  

Shri J.S.Brar, PIO-cum-Deputy State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh shall furnish photocopy of Bank Draft with forwarding letter under his signatures on the next date of hearing mentioning the details of compensation having been paid to the appellant. 
PIO-cum-DTO, Tarn Taran shall also ensure the payment of compensation amount to the appellant within a period of three weeks through bank draft. 

Both Shri J.S.Brar, PIO-cum-Deputy State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh O/O State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh and PIO-cum-DTO, Tarn Taran shall be personally present in the Commission on the next date of hearing with the compliance report.  



Adjourned to 25.7.2013 at 11:00 AM. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.07.2013  



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

(1) Shri J.S.Brar

Public Information Officer-cum-



(Registered)

Deputy State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

O/O State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO177-78, Nr. Mehfil, 
Sector 17-C, 
Chandigarh.  
(2)
Shri Jaswant Singh
Dhillon


(Registered)


District Transport Officer, 

Tarn Taran. 

-For necessary compliance. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.07.2013  



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Sunder Jindal, Steno,

Commissioner,Office,

Ferozepur Division, 

Ferozepur.  
                                                                                     Appellant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O The  Commissioner,

Ferozepur Division, 

Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue,

Punjab, 3rd Floor,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.    

                                                                                                        Respondent

                                             Appeal Case No. 1214    of 2013

Present:
Shri Sham Sunder Jindal, appellant in person. 

For Respondents: Shri Paramjit Singh,PIO-cum-Supdt., Ms Raj Kumari, Assitant, Shri Didar Singh, Sr. Asstt. and Ms Shashi Bala,APIO-cum-Supdt. 
ORDER:



Shri Sham Sunder Jindal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23.9.2011, addressed to PIO, Office of Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur, sought following information:-

“That he applied for the post of PA and appeared for Punjabi Stenography test on 11.8.2011. Therefore, complete correspondence 12.5.2010 onwards about my test including the result of my Punjabi Stenography test may be provided.”  



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 with the First Appellate Authority i.e. Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter dated 5.11.2012, who  vide letter No.25159 dated 24.12.2012 sent a reply to Appellant that the First Appellate Authority in the case of the appellant is Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur, therefore, he should seek the requisite information from that office. Copy of this letter was also endorsed to the Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur for necessary action. Ist appeal of appellant was also transferred to Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur vide letter dated 29.8.2012 under the provisions of Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005.

Acting as First Appellate Authority, Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur vide letter No.747 dated 18.2.2013 informed the appellant that in his case necessary advice has been sought from the Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab. As such the requisite information shall be provided to him on the receipt of said advice.    

Subsequently, the appellant approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, received in it on 24.5.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.



During the hearing of this case today, the perusal of the case file reveals that a communication No.4397 dated 9.7.2013 has been received in the Commission wherein the PIO-cum-Supdt. Grade-I, office of the Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur reiterated the same stand as was taken  by the Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur in first appeal that the requisite information shall be provided to the appellant on receipt of necessary advice from the Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab. 

However, Shri Paramjit Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent Grade-I o/o Commissioner Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur have stated before the Commission that complete information sought by the appellant have been provided to him. 



The appellant also submitted under his handwriting a letter dated 10.7.2013, mentioning that  he has received complete information and is satisfied with the same and  withdraws his appeal. 



Since the complete information stands provided, the case is closed/disposed of.  










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.7.2013 




     State Information Commissioner. 

                                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harwinder Singh 

s/o Shri Ujagar Singh,

Vill. & P.O. Kheri Salabatpur,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib, 

Distt. Roopnagar.                                                                            Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O Tehsildar, Anandpur Sahib.
Public  Information Officer,

O/O Tehsildar Roopnagar.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o  Tehsildar, Anandpur Sahib.                                                       Respondents

                                             Appeal Case No. 1215    of 2013

Present:
Shri Harwinder Singh Appellant in person.



For the Respondent: Shri Rattan Singh Office Kanungo.
ORDER:



Shri Harwinder Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 29.11.2012, addressed to APIO-Tehsildar, Anandpur Sahib Distt. Roopnagar, sought information on four points concerning government/evacuee land which was allotted to non-Harijans and was cancelled later on.:-



Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 with the First Appellate Authority i.e. Tehsildar, Anandpur Sahib vide letter dated 12.1.2013 The appellant wrote to Tehsildar, Anandpur Sahib that the word Roopnagar has been inadvertently written in the Para-I of RTI application, therefore he may be provided the requisite  information regarding Tehsil Anandpur Sahib only. On the receipt of this letter, the PIO –cum-Tehsildar Anandpur Sahib wrote back to the appellant vide letter No. 83 dated 4.2.2013 that  information relating to RTI application is not available in the office. 


Subsequently the appellant approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 9.5.2013 and accordingly a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

Today Shri Rattan Singh Office Kanungo appearing on behalf of the PIO-cum- Tehsildar, Anandpur Sahib delivered a copy of letter No. 389 dated 1.7.2013 vide which requisite information has been sent to the appellant Shri Harwinder Singh..   



I have perused the provided information in the presence of appellant and finding the same to be in order, the case has been closed/disposed of accordingly..











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:10.07.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  K.N. Sodhi,

# 1634, Sector 70,

Mohali..     
                                                                                 Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O  Municipal Corporation,

Sector 68, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o  Municipal Corporation,

Sector 68, Mohali.                                                                             Respondent

                                             Appeal Case No.  1232   of 2013

Present:
Shri K.N.Sodhi, appellant in person. 
For the Respondent: Shri Narinder Singh Dalam, PIO-cum-XEN, MC, S.A.S.Nagar.
ORDER:



Shri K.N.S.Sodhi, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 10.03.2013, addressed to PIO, Office of Municipal Council, now Municipal Corporation, Sector 68, Mohali, sought certain information on seven points pertaining to development works.  


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 with the First Appellate Authority i.e. Information Officer, Municipal Council, Sector 68, Mohali vide letter dated 11.04.2013. Subsequently the appellant approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, received in it on 16.5.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, it is observed that the requisite information have been sent by PIO, MC, Mohali vide letter No.101 dated 22.4.2013. However, the appellant vide letter dated 9.7.2013 raised certain quaries i.e. information on Point No.1 & 2 i.e. copy of order dated 3.5.2013 for re-execution work has not been provided. On the contrary Shri Shri Narinder Singh Dalam, PIO-cum-XEN, MC, S.A.S.Nagar stated today before the Commission in the presence of appellant that copy of order dated 3.5.2013 was never sought by him. 

The provided information has been discussed in the presence of both the parties i.e. the appellant and the PIO and it was concluded that the same has rightly been provided in accordance with the RTI application dated 10.3.2013. 

Since the complete information stands provided, the case is closed/disposed of. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.07.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagjit Singh

s/o Sh. Amar Singh,

B-30/2757, Gaja Jain Colony,

PO Moti Nagar,

Ludhiana.


   

    

 
       …Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Regional Deputy Director,

Local Govt. 

Amritsar.




        
 
…Respondents

AC-629/13

Order

Present:
Shri Jagjit Singh, Appellant in person. 
For the respondents: Sh. Daman Bhalla, DCFA. 


Shri  Jagjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13.06.2012, addressed to PIO, O/O Improvement Trust, Amritsar, had sought following information on three points pertaining to Memo. No. AIT/55/418 dated 31.08.1988, Scheme No. 9, Booth No. 391, from Ghee Mandi to Ajit Nagar:-

1. Certified copy of application submitted on 10.06.2006;

2. Certified copy of application, Dak No. 653 dated 07.02.2005;

3. Certified copy of application submitted by Shri Kesar Singh; 


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent No. 2 was filed vide letter dated Nil and the 2nd appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 08.03.2013.


On 25.04.2013 when the case came up for hearing, Shri S. C. Sharma, advocate appearing on behalf of respondent PIO-cum-EO, had stated that the requisite information had been provided to the appellant and the appellant had not communicated any deficiency therein.  The appellant, however, had stated that though he had received the requisite information, the same had been provided on 15.04.2013, after a lapse more than 10 months, despite the fact that even the First Appellate Authority-cum- Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt., Punjab,  Amritsar, vide letter dated 14.12.2012, had directed the PIO-cum-EO, O/O Improvement Trust, Amritsar vide letter No. 11396 dated 21.12.2012  to provide the information to the appellant direct, within a period of 10 days, and even after he had approached the Commission in a Second Appeal.


Looking at the scant regards the respondent PIO had for the RTI legislation and the directions of the Commission, Sh. Jiwan Bansal, PIO-cum-Executive Officer O/O Improvement Trust, Amritsar was issued a show cause notice in terms of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.   He was also directed to be personally present before the Commission in today’s hearing. 


On 20.5.2013, Sh. Jagjit Singh submitted that now complete information according to his RTI application dated 13.06.2012 stands provided by the respondent, vide communication dated 12.04.2013, received by him on 20.04.2013.   However, he lamented that there had been inordinate delay in providing the information.  


Neither the respondent PIO Sh. Jiwan Bansal, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar had put in appearance nor had any response to the show cause notice been received from him.


He was afforded one last opportunity to comply with all the directions of the Commission contained in the order dated 25.04.2013 by the next date fixed, positively.


On the last date of hearing i.e. 11.6.2013, It was observed that complete information according to RTI application dated 13.06.2012, as already recorded above, stands provided to Sh. Jagjit Singh. 


Though written response to the show cause notice had been tendered by Sh. Jiwan Bansal, the Executive Officer-cum-PIO, the same was far from satisfactory.    The delay of about one year in providing the information was clearly inordinate and cannot be viewed casually.


As such, to meet the ends of justice, in exercise of the powers conferred vide Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commission imposed a penalty of Rs. 10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand Only) on the PIO – Sh. Jiwan Bansal, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar for the delay caused in providing the requisite information sought by the appellant under the RTI Act, 2005.   The amount of penalty was recoverable from the salary payable to Sh. Bansal and deposited in the State Treasury under the relevant Head. 


Sh. Daman Bhalla, DCFA, office of the Improvement Trust, Amritsar was directed to ensure due compliance of the above directions of the Commission.   He would appear before the Commission on the next date fixed and tender a copy of the receipted challan along with a certificate to the effect that the amount of penalty had been recovered from the salary of Sh. Bansal and deposited in the State Treasury. 



Shri Daman Bhalla, DCFA, Improvement Trust, Amritsar delivers a copy of letter dated 10.7.2013 under his signatures certifying that penalty amount of Rs.10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousands only) have been deducted from the salary of Shri Jeewan Bansal, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar and deposited in the State Treasury under the relevant head. In this respect he also enclosed a copy of the challan receipt vide which the penalty amount has been deducted and deposited. 



Since order of the Commission dated 11.6.2013 stands complied with, the case is closed/disposed of.  









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.07.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinderjit Singh

71, Chhoti Baradari-II,

Opp. Medical College,

Garha Road,

Jalandhar.


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director, Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62,

Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62,

Mohali.



        
 
  …Respondents

AC- 662/13

Order

Present:
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent: Shri Kamal Kumar, Director of Public Instruction (SE), Punjab and Dr. Jarnail Singh, Assistant Director. 


Vide RTI application dated 09.11.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Surinderjit Singh sought the following information: -

· From 2007 till date, year-wise no. of applications received from non-teaching (clerical) staff for promotion as teachers;

· Year-wise No. of officials promoted along with their names, date of appointment on regular basis, date of passing the typing test; date of passing the B. Ed. Exam. and date of promotion as masters / mistress;

 
It is further the case of Sh. Surinderjit Singh that he filed First Appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2 on 23.01.2013 while the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission on 15.03.2013.


On 7.5.2013, while Ms. Sudesh Rani, PIO submitted that no communication in this connection had been received in their office, as per the appellant, the application for information had been sent by registered post and he also presented before the Commission the relevant postal receipt.  Obviously, no information at all had been provided by the respondent to the appellant in response to his RTI application dated 09.11.2012 despite lapse of a period of six months.


As such, Ms. Sudesh Rani – Supdt. Estt.-II-cum-PIO was issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on her till the information was furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO was also given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  In case she did not file her written reply and did not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that she had nothing to say and the Commission would proceed to take further proceedings against her ex parte. 


The PIO was also given show cause to explain as to why the appellant be not suitably compensated for the detriments suffered by him in seeking the information which had not been provided to him so far as envisaged under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005.


PIO was further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings would be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the meantime, respondent PIO was directed to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 09.11.2012 and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed along with a copy of the information so provided.


During the hearing of this case on 29.5.2013, Mrs Sudesh Rani, PIO-cum-Supdt. Estt.-II Branch, O/O Director Public Instructions(SE), Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Building, Section 62, Mohali had delivered a copy of undated letter wherein it had been mentioned that the information sought by the appellant did not exist in the record, therefore, it could not be provided under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act.,2005. The perusal of this letter revealed that despite of the fact the RTI application dated 9.11.2012 no information had been provided to the appellant till date. 


Therefore, Shri Kamal Kumar Garg,PCS, who happened to be the head of the Department of the Secondary Education was also treated as deemed PIO under the provisions of Section 5(4)(5) of RTI Act,2005 and was directed:-

1) to provide the pointwise relevant information to the appellant free of cost within a period of 15 days under registered cover;

2) He was further directed to send one copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its record. 

3) He would be personally present on the next date of hearing so that the provided information could be discussed with him; 


The decision on the show cause notice issued to Ms. Sudesh Rani, PIO-cum-Supdt. Estt.-II O/o Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Building, Phase 8, Mohali,  would be taken on the next date of hearing who would also be present. 


On 19.6.2013 during hearing Ms Sudesh Rani, PIO-cum-Supdt. Estt.-II had stated that the requisite information had been sent to the appellant now vide letter No. 24/111-2013-Estt.-2(1/7) dated 14.6.2013 through registered cover. Since appellant had not received that information till now, therefore, a copy of the information was also provided to him in the Commission itself. The appellant after perusal of the same pointed out certain deficiencies which Shri Jarnail Singh, now PIO-cum-Assistant Director assured to remove immediately and to send the remaining information to him within 7 days period under registered cover. 


It was quite astonishing that Ms Sudesh Rani, PIO-cum-Supdt. Estt.-II had now provided the information vide letter No. 24/111-2013-Estt.-2(1/7) dated 14.6.2013 to the appellant while the RTI application was filed by the appellant on 9.11.2012.  Since perusal of the entire case file proved the casual, willful and intentional negligent approach on the part of Ms Sudesh Rani, PIO-cum-Supdt. Estt.-II in providing the information when more than seven months period had already elapsed. 

Therefore, Commission had imposed penalty of Rs.5000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) upon the PIO – Ms Sudesh Rani, PIO-cum-Superintendent Estt.-II office of Director of Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, for the inordinate delay caused in providing the information to the appellant.  This amount of Rs.5000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) was to be recovered by the DPI(SE), PSEB Building, Sector 62, Mohali, from the salary of Ms Sudesh Rani, Superintendent and to be deposited in the State Treasury under the following head:-

“Major Head-0070-

Other Administrative Services-60

Other Services-800

Other Receipts-86

Fee under the Right To Information Act,2005 (Penalty)”

within a month’s time. Dr. Kamal Kumar, Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Building, Sector 62, Mohali would personally ensure the deduction of this penalty amount from the salary of Ms Sudesh Rani, Superintendent Estt. –II, O/O DPI(SE), Punjab, PSEB Building, Sector 62, Mohali and would inform the Commission accordingly under the signature of Drawing and Disbursing Officer. 



A letter dated 14.6.2013 had also been received from Sh. Kamal Kumar Garg,PCS, DPI(SE), Punjab seeking exemption from appearance on 19.6.2013 because of being on casual leave from 17.6.2013 to 2.6.2013, which was accorded therefore.


However, Shri Kamal Kumar Garg,PCS, Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, would also furnish an affidavit explaining the reasons for delay in providing the information in time and would also be present on the next date of hearing.


A photo copy of the challan receipt would be presented before the Commission on the next date of hearing. 


Today, Dr. Jarnail Singh, PIO-cum-Assistant Director delivers copy of letter No.24/111-2013-Estt.-2(1/7) dated 8.7.2013 vide which remaining information has also been sent to the appellant. He further produced a copy of the challan receipt vide which the penalty amount has been deducted from the salary of Ms Sudesh Rani, the then PIO-cum-Superintendent Estt. –II, O/O DPI(SE), Punjab, PSEB Building, Sector 62, Mohali and deposited in the Treasury in the relevant head. 


Shri Kamal Kumar, Director of Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, S.A.S.Nagar states that as to avoid delay in providing information to the complainants/appellants in future, senior officers of Assistant Directors level have been made PIOs in place of Superintendents. He also furnished affidavit and also assures the providing of the information to the complainants/appellants   in time, in future.  

 In view of the facts that the penalty amount has been deducted from the salary of the PIO and deposited under relevant head and the complete information stands provided, the case is closed/disposed of.  

   






Sd/-
Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 10.07.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Avtar Singh

s/o Sh. Sant Singh,

No. 105, Walia Enclave,

Opp. Punjabi University,

Patiala.


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali. 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali. 




        
 
  …Respondents

AC- 1047/13

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondents: Shri Sucha Singh, Supdt. and Ms Manju Bala, Sr.Asstt.  


Vide RTI application dated 05.03.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Avtar Singh sought the following information: -

1.
Certified copy of Bahadur Singh, DDLD’s Inquiry Report dated 31.12.2012; 

2.
Certified copy of JP Singla, DDLD’s Inquiry Report dated 20.02.2013; 

3.
Certified copy of Anandita Mittra, ADC (D)’s Inquiry Report dated 09.04.2010; 

4.
Certified copy of Anandita Mittra, ADC (D)’s Inquiry Report dated 16.12.2010; 

5.
Certified copy of Anandita Mittra, ADC (D)’s Inquiry Report dated 02.04.2013;


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 was filed on 28.03.2013 while the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 02.05.2013.


Deputy Director (LD), vide letter no. 7250 dated 25.03.2013 provided the information on point no. 1 and 2. 


Vide another letter no. 2110 dated 04.04.2013, respondent no. 1 demanded Rs. 64/- towards additional document charges. 


Vide another letter no. 2248 dated 17.04.2013, respondent PIO also provided the applicant-appellant a copy of the enquiry report conducted by ADC (D) Patiala against the then BDPO Rajpura – Sh. Ajaib Singh Sooch.   Yet another communication bearing no. 3897 dated 13.06.2013 had been addressed by the respondent to the applicant-appellant.


During the hearing on 24.6.2013, S/Sh. Yadwinder Singh, clerk; Inderjit Singh; and Gurnam Singh, both Sr. Asstt., appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered copies of various communications whereby the relevant information on all the points as sought by the applicant-appellant vide RTI application dated 05.03.2013 had been provided to him.


Since the appellant was not present on 24.6.2013, he was afforded an opportunity to intimate the respondents if there were any discrepancies in the information, within a period of ten days and the respondents, thereafter, would  remove the same within a fortnight.  In case no appearance was made on behalf of the appellant, it would be construed that he was satisfied with the information received and the case would accordingly be closed.   


During the hearing of this case today Shri Sucha Singh, Supdt. appearing on behalf of the respondent have reiterated their stand that the requisite information have already been provided by them to the appellant. They have further stated that no discrepancy or deficiency have been pointed out by the appellant in any manner.  

It is further noted that neither the appellant was present on the last date of hearing i.e. on 24.6.2013 nor today nor any communication have been received from his side. As such, the case is closed/disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.07.2013



    
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mangat Arora, Advocate,

s/o Sh. Tehal Singh,

Chamber No. 2,

District Courts,

Faridkot.



 
    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Govt. SAS Adarsh Senior Secondary School,

Village Pacca, PO Tehna,

Distt. Faridkot.
 


 
                     

 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 230 of 13

Order

Present:
Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Advocate for the complainant.



For the respondent: Shri Puneet Kansal, Advocate  


Vide RTI application dated  15.09.2012, Sh. Mangat Arora had sought from the respondent information on various counts regarding functioning of the school and other related matters, from May 2011 to date of application. 


Vide registered communication bearing No. 0001 dated October 26, 2012, respondent had sought additional document charges amounting to Rs. 250/- including postal charges stating that the information would be running into approx. 100 pages.   Sh. Arora, vide letter dated 31.10.2012 contested the demand of additional charges. 


Vide communication bearing no. 014 dated 10.11.2012, the respondent declined the information contending that it is not amenable to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 27.12.2012.


This case was earlier allocated to the Bench of SIC Ms. Jaspal Kaur where two hearings dated 18.03.2013 and 11.04.2013 have already taken place.     The case was last posted to 16.05.2013.   However, upon a written request dated 02.05.2013 made by the applicant-complainant, the case had been transferred to this Bench for further hearing. 


On 25.6.2013, Sh. V.P. Singh, Supdt. appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the information sought was voluminous and as such, it was difficult for them to part with the same.   He further stated that no larger public interest had been shown / pleaded by the applicant-complainant in seeking such voluminous information which was otherwise barred under Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Neither the complainant was present nor had any communication been received from him. 


Sh. Mangat Arora was advised to file a duly sworn affidavit indicating the larger public interest involved in seeking such voluminous information and upon receipt thereof, further proceedings in the matter would be taken accordingly.


Also Sh. Arora was further directed to contest his case either in person or through his authorized representative on the next date fixed to state his case.


If, however, nothing was heard from the complainant by the next date, it would be construed that he was not interested in pursual of the case and further order would be passed accordingly and case was adjourned to 10.7.2013.

During hearing today, Shri Puneet Kansal, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Respondent/Principal S.A.S.Adarsh Senior Secondary School, village Pakka, Tehsil and District Faridkot stated that he has already made detailed written submissions on 6.4.2013 mentioning therein that the school is not amenable to provide information being not a public authority as it is being run by a Society with the name “S.A.S.Educational Society,S.A.S.Nagar and not funded substantially or receiving any grant from government.  He further stated that Shri Sanjiv Kumar, counsel for the complainant had sought an adjournment to file written statement in support of his version that the school is public authority.  However the same has not yet been filed by the complainant. 


Shri Sanjiv Kumar, Advocate states that he will next time file the written statement fully justifying that the school is a public authority and is required to provide the information. 


Shri Puneet Kansal, advocate appearing on behalf of the Principal, S.A.S.Adarsh Senior Secondary School, village Pakka, Tehsil and District Faridkot further states that now even the services of the Principal of the school stands terminated by the Management i.e. SAS Educational Society, SAS Nagar and SAS Educational Society is no longer a partner in running the Institution and Society after parting with school, have written to government to run the school of its own.


In view of foregoing discussion, both Shri Sanjiv Kumar, advocate and Shri Puneet Kansal appearing on behalf of complainant and respondent respectively shall file their written statements on or before next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 29.7.2013 at 11:00 AM. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.07.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

