                



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jeet Singh,

s/o Shri Lekh Ram,

vill Kalal Majra, 

Distt. Barnala-148104.                                                   
         Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director Public Instructions,

Punjab, PSEB Complex,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar,

Mohali.                                                                                           Respondent    

                                                        CC No.  1860   of 2014

Present:     Complainant in person.

        Shri Virender Singh, Clerk  for respondent.


ORDER:


Shri Jeet Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  15.5.2014   addressed to PIO o/o DPI (S). Punjab,   sought certain information on 4 points pertaining  to  selection of Art & Crafts Teachers held on 6.11.2001.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 30.6.2014.


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


During hearing of this case today,  Shri Virender Madaan, Supdt. stated that the information on 1st  and 3rd  point was supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 25.4.14 and now information on point no. 2 and 4 have been supplied vide letter  dated 9.9.14.   

The perusal of the provided information reveals that the same is in accordance with the RTI application dated 15.5.14.


As such, no cause of action survives further and the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.9.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Joginder Pal s/o Sh. Kartar Chand,

Vill. Kharal Kalan, P.O. Cholang,

Distt. Jalandhar-144201.                                                                        
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Public Instructions,

(Elementary Education), Punjab,

PSEB Bldg, sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1862    of 2014

Present:     Complainant in person.

        Ms. Jyoti, Asstt. Director (Policy)   for respondent.


ORDER:


Shri  Joginder Pal,   complainant vide an RTI application dated  10.2.  2014   addressed to PIO o/o DPI (EE), Punjab,  Mohali  sought certain information on 8 points.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on  4.7.2014.


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


During hearing of this case today,  Shri Joginder Pal, complainant stated that he has received the complete information today from Ms. Jyoti, Asstt. Director (Policy)  o/o  DPI (E), Punjab.   Ms. Jyoti also handed over a copy  of the supplied information to  the Commission.


Now, since the complete information in this case stands supplied, no cause of action survives further and the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.9.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Naresh Kumar

s/o Shri Tara Chand, 

r/o 971, Sector 12-A, 

Panchkula.                                                                                
  
Complainant

Vs.

O/o Director, Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

PSEB Bldg, sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.+

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1865    of 2014

Present:    Complainant in person.

       Shri Barjinder Singh, Sr. Asstt.   for respondent.


ORDER:


Shri  Naresh Kumar,  complainant vide an RTI application dated  23.10.   2013  addressed to PIO o/o Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, Deptt. Of School Education, Punjab   sought  copies of  orders passed in CWP no. 15620 of 2011, dated 25.8.11, CWP no. 5207 of 2011 dated 12.5.11  and CWP no. 1515 of  2011, dated 24.1.2013.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 4.7 .2014.


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


During hearing of this case today,  Shri Barjinder Singh, Sr. Asstt.(Estt. I Br,.) o/o/ DPI (SE). stated that the requisite information have already been supplied to the complainant vide Memo no. 17/78-14 Estt. I (3), dated 3.9.14.   He also handed over to the Commission copy of the supplied information.  However, the complainant stated that the supplied information is incomplete.

It is thus noted that due response/reply  have been sent to complainant.  However,  he expressed his dis-satisfaction  with the same.   Thus,  in view of the facts that the complainant has approached the Commission under provisions of  Section 18 of RTI Act, 2005 in a complainant case,  his attention  deserves to be  invited to para 31 of  the judgment of  Hon’ble Supreme Court of  India  delivered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787 to 10788  of 2011 (arising out of  SLP © No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010) wherein it has been held as under:-

“The Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.


. Thus, no further directions in the matter, being a complaint case can be issued  to the PIO, for providing information.


In this view of the matter, complainant, if he so desires may   file First Appeal against the decision of the PIO before the First Appellate Authority.  If, the complainant approaches the First Appellat Authority cum DPI (SE), Punjab,   the FAA is directed to decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.


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


Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.  In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 23.10.13 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


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

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







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.9.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kuldeep Singh s/o Sh. Pyara Lal,

Vill. Sarthali, P.O. Takhat Garh,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib Distt. Ropar.                                                    
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                                                           
    
Respondent    

                                                          CC No. 1877    of 2014

Present:    Complainant in person.

       Shri Virender Madaan, Supdt.   for respondent.


ORDER:


Shri  Kuldeep Singh,  complainant vide an RTI application dated 1.3.   2014   addressed to Secretary, PSEB, Punjab, Mohali  sought  date of birth certificate of  Mangal Singh s/o  Hans Raj, village  Lohrian, PO Bhauwal, Distt. Ropar  who passed his matriculation examination vide Roll no. 949210 in the year 1995-96.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on  7.7..2014.


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


During hearing of this case today,  Shri Virender Madaan, Supdt. stated that the requisite information have been supplied to the complainant vide letter no. 289, dated 25.4.14.   However, the complainant stated that the supplied information is incorrect and not in accordance with the RTI Application dated 1.3.14 filed by  him.


It is thus noted that due  response/reply  have been sent to complainant.  However,  he expressed his dis-satisfaction  with the same.   Thus,  in view of the facts that the complainant has approached the Commission under provisions of  Section 18 of RTI Act, 2005 in a complainant case,  his attention  deserves to be  invited to para 31 of  the judgment of  Hon’ble Supreme Court of  India  delivered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787 to 10788  of 2011 (arising out of  SLP © No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010) wherein it has been held as under:-

“The Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.


Thus, no further directions in the matter, being a complaint case can be issued  to the PIO, for providing information.


In this view of the above fact, complainant, if he so desires may   file First Appeal against the decision of the PIO before the First Appellate Authority.  If, the complainant approaches the First Appellat Authority cum Vice-Chairman, Pb. School Education Board, Mohali,  the FAA is directed to decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.


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


Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.  In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated  1.3.2014 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


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

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







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.9.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash,

60, Krishna Gali 1, Nehru Colony,

Majitha Road, Amritsar 143001.
                                                                         
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Secondary Education),

Gurdaspur.

First Appellate Authority, 

Director Public Instructions,

Punjab (Secondary Education),

PSEB Building, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                                                                                                
Respondent    

                                                      AC No. 2172   of 2014

Present: 
Appellant in person;



None for the respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Om Parkash.Appellant vide an RTI application dated 3.3.14  , addressed to PIO  cum DEO (SE), Gurdaspur  sought 3 points pertaining to the outcome of FIR no.  228, dated 24.11.2007 u/s 420, 467, 468. 471, 120B IPC registered against Ms. Rupinderjit Kaur w/o  Ashok Kumar r/o Guru Ram Dass Colony, House No. 105, Majitha Road, Amritsar.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority  vide letter  dated 29.4.14   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid. Subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 10.6.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, the perusal of the file reveals that the notice of hearing was inadvertently sent to DEO (EE), Gurdaspur who has returned the same while as per provisions contained in Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, he should have transferred the said  RTI application to DEO (SE), Gurdaspur who sits in the same building.

Fresh notice is issued to DEO (SE) Gurdaspur  for  29.9.2014. and  DEO (SE) Gurdaspur is directed to supply the requisite point wise  information to the appellant within a period of  7 days free of cost under registered cover.  

He is further directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with a set of  supplied  information.


DEO (EE), Gurdaspur is also directed to appear  before the Commission on the next date of hearing and to file written submissions explaining the reasons for his not transferring the RTI  application of the appellant  DEO (SE) , Gurdaspur as per provisions  contained in  Section 6(3) of the Act ibid.


Adjourned to 29.9.14 at  11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.9.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:


i)Shri Amardeep Singh                 (REGISTERED)
Distt. Education Officer (SE)

Gurdaspur.

ii)Shri Didar Singh                            (REGISTERED)
(earlier DEO (EE) Gurdaspur)

Now Distt. Education Officer (EE)
Pathankot.

For strict compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.9.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Singh,

s/o Sh.Jhanda Singh,

Vill. Tarobarhi, Tehsil Fazilka,

Distt. Ferozepur.
                                                                                         
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Fazilka.

First Appellate Authority, 

Director Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali-160062.                                                               
Respondent   

                                                      AC No. 2185    of 2014

Present: 

Appellant in person;




Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. with Shri  Ashish Kumar, Panchayat Secretary   for the respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Ram Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15.1.14, addressed to  DDPO, Fazilka , sought  copy of  action taken report  on  the letter no. 6/32/13-Fazilka-S, dated  30.10.13  of  Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayat addressed to Distt. Dev. & Panchayat  Officer, Fazilka. 


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  letter dated  25.3.14  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid. Subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 4.7.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, it has been observed that neither any action on the above noted letter of the  DRDP, Punjab appears to have been taken by the DDPO, Fazilka  nor any action taken report have been supplied to the appellant though a period of   9 months have elapsed since RTI  Application was filed and further  the letter of the DRDP, Punjab addressed to DDPO,  Fazilka is dated  30.10.13.

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

i) Issues a show cause notice  to  Prof. Rakesh Kumar, earlier PIO cum District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Fazilka (Now DDPO,  Pathankot) to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon him for not providing the information willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till he remained DDPO, Fazilka as  an RTI Application was filed on   15.1.14.  

ii)He is also afforded an opportunity of hearing on next fixed date, before action on show cause notice issued to him  is taken.

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

iv) He is further directed to attend the Commission,  on the next date of hearing
       Shri Jitender Singh Brar, DDPO, Fazilka  is  directed to supply the action taken report on the above mentioned letter no.. 6/32/13-Fazilka-S, dated  30.10.13  to the appellant within a period of 7 days.  

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


He is further directed to attend the Commission on the next date of hearing  with copy of the  provided information for its perusal
         Adjourned to  13.10.2014 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.9.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i)Prof. Rakesh Kumar,                          (REGISTERED)
(earlier PIO cum District Dev. & 

Panchayat Officer, Fazilka) 

Now Distt. Dev. & Panchayat Officer

 Pathankot 

ii)Shri Jitender Singh Brar,                    (REGISTERED)
Distt. Dev. & Panchayat Officer

Fazilka.

For  strict compliance. 
 Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.9.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nirmal Singh s/o Sh. Nikal Singh,

V.P.O. Chachrari,

Tehsil Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana
                                                                                         
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (SE)

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority, 

Director Public Instructions,

(SE) Punjab, PSEB Bldg.,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                                                                                        
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 2195   of 2014

Present:   Shri Raghbir Singh, advocate  alongwith appellant.
                  Ms. Harkesh Kaur,  Principal with Shri Manjot Singh, Clerk.

Shri Nirmal Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 10.9.13 addressed to PIO , Govt. Sr. Sec. School Lehal, Distt. Ludhiana sought the following  information:

“Attested copy of complete service record of the school Principal and all class 4 staff i.e. joining report, qualification, detail with all certificates.  Received  medical benefits.  With appointment base record. Complaints/enquiry reports against both (if yes).”

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority  vide letter dated 23.9.13   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid. Subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  7.7.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, the perusal of the case file reveals that on the appellant  having filed 1st appeal with the First Appellate Authority cum DGSE, Punjab, Nodal  Officer o/o State Project Director,  SSA, Punjab, vide letter dated  27.9.13 transferred the said RTI application  to the PIO o/o  DEO (SE), Ludhiana, Punjab u/s 6(3) of the Act ibid for providing information directly to the appellant and copy of the said letter was endorsed to the appellant for his information.

It is further noted that  Principal,  Govt. Sr.  Sec. School, Lehal, Distt. Ludhiana vide letter no. 493/13, dated 30.11.13 sent the requisite information to the  DEO (SE)  Ludhiana.   The Principal has further informed the  Commission that the requisite information has also been sent to the appellant vide letter  no.  477/13, dated  18.9.13.  She also sent a set of  documents containing the information to the Commission for its  perusal/record.

I have perused the provided information and  of the considered view that the requisite information  as per the record of office of Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Lehal, Distt. Ludhiana stands supplied to the appellant as per provisions contained in the RTI Act, 2005.   


It is further noted that Ms. Jaspal Kaur, SIC vide order dated  6.6.13  had dismissed the complaint of the appellant filed under the provisions of  Section 18 of the Act ibid  by  stating that  in her view such information which has no relationship to any public activity or interest may cause unwarranted invasion of the privacy of the individual, as such the action of the respondent in denying the information  to the complainant can not be faulted with.  Thus the complaint has no merit and is dimissed.


Thus, also  in the present case in hand, appellant had not shown any larger  public interest in seeking information but since  the Principal,  Govt. Sr.  Sec. School, Lehal, Distt:-  Ludhiana.  has already supplied information as per record to  the appellant. No cause of action survives further and  case is closed/disposed of
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.9.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohammad Hannif,

Senior Akali Aagu,

c/o Rehman Dye & Dyers,

Gopi Padha Street, Sadar Bazar, 

Nabha-147201, Distt. Patiala.
                                                                               
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

 Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, 

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director,

 Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, 

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.

                                                                                                               Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 2031   of 2014

Present:  Appellant in person.

                Shri Johar Inder Singh Ahluwalia, Law Officer with Mrs.  Preet Mohinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt.      for respondent.

ORDER:



Mohd. Hannif,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated   12.3.14, addressed to PIO  o/o Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayat, Punjab, Mohali sought  copy of action taken report  on his letter dated  6.3.14 addressed to Chief Minister, Punjab, copy of which was also sent to the DRDP,  Punjab  for needful action. Copy of letter dated 6.3.14 was also sent by F.C. RDD to DRDO, Punjab vide  no. 588, dated  18.3.14.

 
Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 18.4.14  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 17.6.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.   Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


On the last date of hearing of this case i.e. on 20.8.14,  I had  perused the provided information  and found that the same cannot be said to be  even  remotely  concerned with the subject-matter of the RTI Application.  Similarly, the First Appellate Authority cum DRDP, Punjab  decided the appeal filed by the appellant vide order dated  14.7.14, copy of which has also been endorsed by his office  to the appellant  vide no. 3748-49, dated  5.8.14.   However, it appears that the same has been signed by the First Appellate Authority without perusing the record as the perusal of the same reveals that its is not related with the subject-matter of the RTI application dated 12.3.14.  Appellant  has demanded one point information i.e. action taken report on his letter dated 6.3.14 whereas in order passed by Ist Appellat Authority mention of 1 to 10 points have been made.


In view of above noted facts,  Shri Jaharinder Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum  Incharge, Complaints Branch,  Rural Dev. & Panchayat Deptt., Vikash Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar, (Mohali)  was  directed to supply to the appellant correct, complete and duly attested information within a period of 7 days free of cost under registered cover.  


He was further directed to appear before the Commission  personally on the next date of hearing alongwith  Shri Gurmail Singh, BDPO, Nabha.   It was made clear that failing  on the part of Shri Jaharinder Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum  Incharge, Complaints Branch,  Rural Dev. & Panchayat Deptt.  Punjab to provide to the appellant correct, complete and duly attested information  this time shall attract the penalty provisions of Section 20(1) of the Act ibid without affording further opportunity and the case was adjourned to today.

During hearing of this case today,   Shri Johar Inder Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum  Law Officer o/o DRDP, Punjab stated that the requisite information has been supplied to Mohd.  Hanif, appellant vide letter no. 5004, dated 5.9.14 alongwith copy of the enquiry report received from BDPO,  Nabha vide letter no. 454, dated  29.8.14.  He also handed over the copy of supplied information to the Commission for its perusal/record.

In view of  facts that information to appellant stands supplied,  the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.9.2014



    State Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

H.No. 3402, Sector  71, 

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.

        
                                                                                     Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Punjab School Education Board

Phase VIII, SAS  Nagar

Mohali.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Punjab School Education Board

Phase VIII, SAS  Nagar

Mohali

Respondent                                                     

AC No. 97    of 2014

Present: 
Appellant in person.

                       Shri Varinder Madaan, Supdt. for respondent.
         Shri H.S. Hundal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23.9.13 addressed to PIO o/o PSEB,  Mohali  has sought certain information on  15 points pertaining to expenditure  and employees  of  PSEB, Phase VIII, SAS  Nagar,  Mohali.

            Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  25.10.13  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 24.12.13 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.   Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.

           On the last date of hearing of  this case i.e. on  28.8.14,   Mrs. Pavitter Pal Kaur, PIO cum Dy.  Director (Field Programme) had submitted in writing before the Commission that the complete information running into 5375 pages + 109 pages + 118  pages had been sent  vide  Regd. Parcel   CP no. 110172232 , CP 110172453, dated 11.7.14 and  CP 102423035.

           The appellant stated that though he had received information through registered parcels but the order dated 13.5.14 awarding compensation amounting to Rs. 5000/- by Shri  Narinderjit Singh, SIC had not yet been complied with. 

               In view of the facts that the order dated 13.5.14 still remained to be complied with by the Public Authority, o/o PSEB,  the case was adjourned to  today for compliance of the said order.

             During hearing of this case today, the appellant, Shri H.S. Hundal,  stated that he has received the compensation amount of  Rs. 5000/- vide cheque no.  194069, dated 9.9.14.
           It is noted that  no cause of action survives further in this case.  Thus, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.






(B.C. Thakur)

Dated:  10.9.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms.  Rachhpinder Kaur,

w/o Sh. Kulvir Singh

Vill. Todarpur, P.O. Panjkoha,

Tehsil Khamano

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.                                                 
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Distt. Education Officer,

(Elementary Education)

Fatehgarh Sahib.                                                          
    Respondent   
                                                          CC No. 1883    of 2014  
Present:

Shri Kulvir Singh husband of Ms.Rachhpinder Kaur     complainant.


    Shri Bahadur Singh, Sr. Asstt. for the respondent PIO. 
ORDER:


Ms. Rachhpinder Kaur     complainant vide an RTI application dated 12.5.2014  addressed to the PIO o/o Distt. Education Officer, (Elementary Education) Fatehgarh Sahib,   sought certain information on 8 points pertaining to Ms. Rachhpinder Kaur, teaching fellow, registration no. 2176.    

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 4.7.2014.

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


During the hearing today the perusal of the case file reveals that the information on pt. no. 3, 5 and 6 have been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. i-1/2014/897 dated 11.6.2014, under registered cover. However, no information on pt no. 1,2,4,7, & 8 have been supplied. 

Shri Bahadur Singh, Sr. Asstt. appearing for the respondent PIO  stated that the reply to these points was not sent to the complainant as the information sought on these pts. was in question form.  However, the same now shall be supplied to the complainant by tomorrow evening. 

Adjourned to 12.9.2014 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing. 

Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.9.2014


        State Information Commissioner. 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Kuldeep Singh Ryar 

Vill Babowal –Babowal colony,

Tehsil & distt. Gurdaspur-143521                                              Appellant
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Gurdaspur.
First Appellate Authority, 

Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev)

Gurdaspur.          





      Respondent

                                                      AC No.1150    of 2014

Present: 

None for   the appellant.

Shri Jatinder Singh Brar, DDPO  and Shri Sukhjinder Singh Reader o/o DDPO Gurdaspur  for respondent.
ORDER:

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


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the  First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 27.9.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 10.3.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


 During the  hearing of this case on  13.5.14, it was noted that information on point no. 1 had been supplied to the appellant by the DDPO, Gurdaspur vide letter no. 1846, dated 1.10.13.   However,  no information was   supplied on point no. 2. 


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

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


Noticing  that a total lackadaisical approach  had been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete and correct  information to appellant on both the points  despite lapse of period of more than  9 months and  information on point no. 2 had not been provided to the appellant willfully and intentionally,  without any reasonable cause.      


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

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

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

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

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

    The case was adjourned to 4.6.14 for further hearing.     


However, during  hearing held  on 4.6.2014,  it was observed that neither appellant attended the Commission nor  PIO cum District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur  did so.   So much so, even no communication was received from the Respondent – PIO as to whether information on Point no. 2 had been supplied or not. 

In view of these facts, the case was adjourned to 19.6.14 with a direction to PIO cum DDPO, Gurdaspur  to comply with the order dated  13.5.2014.

During hearing held on 19.6.2014,  it was noted  that Shri Rajiv Kumar, Panchayat Secretary appeared on behalf of Shri Jitender Singh Brar, PIO cum DDPO, Gurdaspur though he had no concern with this case.  It was further noted that Shri Jitender Singh Brar, PIO cum DDPO, Gurdaspur  neither replied to the show cause notice issued to him vide orders dated 13.5.14, 4.6.14 nor availed any opportunity of being heard.


, it was also noted that the medical bill of the appellant regarding which he had sought information on point no. 2 of his RTI application dated 19.8.13 were referred to the Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur, vide letter dated 15.2.14 for ex-post facto approval and copy of that letter was endorsed to the appellant for his information.  It  was further noted that  Shri Jitender Singh Brar,  Distt.  Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur did not care the least to comply with Commission’s order dated 13.5.14 and 4.6.14, therefore, one last opportunity was given to him to do so and case was adjourned to 5.8.2014, for further hearing.


During hearing of this case on 5.8.2014, Shri Avtar Singh, authorized representative of the appellant stated that provided information on point no. 2 i.e. letter no. 347, dated 15.2.14 was incorrect as ex-post facto approval  for medical bills of the retired Accountants was not to be accorded by the Civil Surgeon to whom the letter had been addressed.   However, Shri Jitender Singh Brar, earlier   Distt.  Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur  stated that since  information on both the points i.e. point no. 1 and 2 was provided by his predecessor, he could not check the genuinity  of the same.  He, however, stated that he is not DDPO, Gurdaspur now  as he had been transferred to the Headquarter.  However, he would personally ensure the providing of correct information on point no. 2 as it pertained to his tenure as PIO cum DDPO,  Gurdaspur.


In view of the request made by him, the case was adjourned to 10.9.14 for further hearing.


Shri Jagwinderjit Singh, DDPO, Gurdaspur was also directed to  ensure the providing of  correct and complete information to the appellant on point no. 2.  and  also to  attend the Commission personally on the next fixed  date  with a copy of the provided information.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Jitender Singh Brar, files written submissions in response to the show cause notice issued to him vide order dated 5.8.2014 .He stated that no willful and intentional delay was caused by him in any manner in providing the information to the appellant by  him as information was supplied to the appellant vide letter no. 147, dated 15.2.2014 by the earlier DDPO Gurdaspur that the medical bills  of the appellant have already been sent to the Civil Surgeon Gurdaspur for approval.


In view  of the detailed oral as well as written submissions made by Shri Jatinder Singh Brar, DDPO , the show cause notice issued to him  vide order dated 5.8.2014 is hereby  dispensed with.


However, Shri Jagwinderjit Singh, present PIO cum  DDPO , Gurdaspur, is directed to (i) ensure that complete and correct information is supplied to the appellant in the meanwhile. (ii) He shall also attend the commission on next fixed date, with one spare set of supplied information.

Since  the appellant was not present today one last opportunity is afforded to him for defending his case by appearing personally or by deputing  his authorized representative to attend the commission on the next date of hearing, failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and ex parte decision will be taken.



Adjourned to 29.9.2014 at 11.00 A.M.  









Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  10.9.14                


 State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:-

              i)Shri Jagwinderjit Singh 
              PIO  cum District Development  

              & Panchayat   Officer                                (REGISTERED)

              Gurdaspur.  
              ii)Shri Jitender Singh Brar                        (REGISTERED)

                 District Dev. & Panchayat Officer

                 Fazilka. 
            iii) Shri Kuldeep Singh Ryar                         (REGISTERED
                 Vill Babowal –Babowal colony,

                 Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur-143521  
For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.





        (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  10.9.2014



  State Information Commissioner. 
                                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuljit  Singh 

s/o Shri Balvir Singh Bholewalia         
                                                                                    Vill. Lepo, P.O. Ranjit Garh,

Tehsil  Guru Harsahai,
Distt. Ferozepur.                                                                         
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Guruharsahai, Distt. Ferozepur.

Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  1164   of 2014

Present:  
None for  complainant.

Shri Inderjit Singh Sidhu, PIO –cum-BDPO, Guruharsai,  for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Kuljit Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 23.1.14   addressed to  PIO cum BDPO,  Gurharsai,  Distt. Ferozepur sought certain information on 3 points pertaining to  Gram  Panchayat village  Leppo, Block Gurharsahai for the year  2013-14.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 9.4.14.


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


During hearing of this case  on 22.5.2014, Shri Kuljit Singh, complainant stated before the Commission that no information had been provided to him so far. It was further noted that the applicant – complainant had filed RTI Application on 23.1.14,   no information was supplied to complainant till date as per provisions of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.


   As such, Shri Inderjit Singh Sidhu, PIO cum-BDPO Gram Panchayat , Guru Harsahai, and  Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Leppo, Block Gurharsai to whom RTI application was transferred by BDPO,  were issued a show cause  notice under provisions of section 20(i) of the act, to explain in writing as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon them  for their failing to  provide the information as mandated under the provisions of  Section 7(1)  of RTI Act,   to the  complainant  in respect of his RTI Application dated 23.1.2014.  

            Both were   also afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next fixed date, it was also made clear that failing to avail the same it was to be presumed that they had nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against them.


 Both were   further directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next fixed date with action taken report, written submissions and record for the perusal of the same by the Commission and the case was adjourned to 12.6.2014  for further proceedings.


However, it was noted that despite the show cause notice, Shri Inderjit Singh, BDPO Guru Harsahai, did not appear  before   the commission and the information provided by Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat Secretary Gram Panchayat Leppo, Block Guru Harsahai to Shri Kuljit Singh, applicant –complainant in the commission on 12.6.2014, was  stated to be incomplete by complainant.


Last opportunity therefore, was afforded to Shri Inderjit Singh, BDPO Guru Harsahai to appear before the commission personally on the next fixed date  with action taken report, written submissions and record for the perusal of the same by the Commission before the initiating further proceedings in the matter and the case was adjourned to 24.6.14  for further proceedings.


On  the last date of hearing of this case  i.e. on 24.6.2014, Shri Inderjit Singh, BDPO, Guru Harsahai, Distt. Ferozepur, stated that he had provided the demanded information to the appellant. However, the complainant stated that only attested photocopies of the information have been provided, and no  pointwise information or any forwarding letter  have been  supplied to him,  from where it could be ascertained that what information have been provided for which Sr.no.. 


It was also noted that though Shri Inderjit Singh, BDPO Guru Harsahai, explained his conduct for providing the delayed information to the complainant. However, no written reply to the show cause notice was given by him.  


As such before further proceedings in the matter were to be  taken, Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO cum BDPO Guru Harsahai, was directed to file the written submissions, action taken report and reply to the show cause notice, before the next date of hearing. He was further directed to attend the commission alongwith Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat Secretary, Leppo, Block Guru Harsahai, on next fixed date and the case was adjourned to  13.8.2014.


On 13.8.2014, Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO cum BDPO Guru Harsahai  stated that the requisite information had been personally received by Shri Kuljit Singh, complainant  vide letter no.  1070, dated  30.6.2014.  


It was also noted that neither the complainant had attended the Commission  or deputed his authorized representative , nor any written submissions were received from him.  

 Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO cum BDPO Guru Harsahai also stated that  delay in providing the information was due to lackadaisical approach on the part of Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat Secretary, Leppo, Block Guru Harsahai who had to provide the information.   He further stated that Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat Secretary, Leppo, Block Guru Harsahai  had not attended the Commission despite he personally conveyed  him for attending the commission.  


In view of  the detailed oral  submissions made by Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO cum BDPO Guru Harsaha, show cause notice issued to him vide order dated  22.5.14  was dropped.  



However,  Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat Secretary, Leppo, Block Guru Harsahai  who was issued show cause notice vide order dated 22.5.14 since not filed any reply to it nor had availed an opportunity of being heard despite of the fact that on the last date of hearing, he was specifically told to attend the Commission personally on next fixed date i.e.  13.8.2014

On hearing held on 13.8.2014,  the commission  in exercise of its powers conferred upon it under the provisions of section 20(1) of the RTI act, 2005, imposed a penalty of Rs.10,000/- (Ten thousand only) upon Shri Subhash Chander, PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Leppo, Block Guru Harsahai , Distt. Ferozepur for his failing to provide the information to the applicant – complainant as per mandatory provisions of Section 7(1) of the Act ibid.  

Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO cum  BDPO Guru Harsahai, Distt. Ferozepur was directed to deduct the penalty amount of Rs. 10, 000/- (Rs. Ten thousand only) imposed on Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat Secretary, Leppo, Block Guru Harsahai , Distt. Ferozepur from his salary and  deposit the same  in the State Treasury under the relevant head i.e. “Major Head-0070-Other Administrative Services-60 Other Services – 800 –Other receipts -86 Fee under the Right to Information Act,2005 (Penalty)” and to produce the copy of the Treasury challan on the next date of hearing i.e. today, and  the case was adjourned to today i.e. 10.9.2014 for further proceedings. 

To day, during hearing, Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO cum  BDPO Guru Harsahai, Distt. Ferozepur, produced the copy of Treausry  Challan vide which penalty amount of Rs. 10,000/- (Rupees Ten thousand only) deducted from salary of Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat Secretary, Leppo, Block Guru Harsahai , Distt. Ferozepur, have been deposited under the relevant head.

In view of above noted facts, no cause of action survives further, the case is disposed of /closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 10.9.2014

 
   
       State Information Commissioner. 

