STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 103 of 2016

Date of institution:07.01.2016
Date of decision: 11.05.2016
Shri Piara Singh, (M 98889-64655)

House No. 169, Ward No. 13, Bank Colony, Morinda Road, 

Kurali, Tehsil Kharar, District SAS Nagar.



    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Majri, Tehsil Kharar, S.A.S Nagar.




    ...Respondent

Present: -      Shri Piara Singh, complainant, in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO, Majri (92561-00010) and Sh. Hardeep Singh, Superintendent (92166-00074)
ORDER

1. In this case, the complainant has sought information about action taken on representation of Smt. Ranjit Kaur, ETT Teacher, on account of excessive deduction of Rs. 2000/- as income tax, received by the respondent on 15.07.2015.  The complainant who is father of Smt. Ranjit Kaur sought information vide his RTI application dated 04.09.2015 from the respondent about action taken by the latter on representation dated 15.07.2015. On not receiving any response from the respondent, a complaint was filed in the Commission on 07.01.2016 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. In the end of his complaint, the complainant has prayed that an amount of Rs. 2000/- which has been wrongly deducted as Income Tax should be deducted from the salary of Smt. Rupinderjit Kaur, PIO-cum-BDPO, Majri.
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 24.02.2016 in the Commission.

3. The complainant states that though he has received the information vide letter dated 19.02.2016 and has also been given copy of letter dated 30.03.2016 written by 
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the respondent to the Director and further action taken by the respondent vide letter dated 10.05.2016 along with comments of Charted Accountant whose services have been hired by the respondent but he is not satisfied because justifiable action has not taken by the respondent. The complainant states that for almost ten months he has been harassed by the respondent by not taking corrective action on his daughter’s representation dated 15.07.2015.
4. Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO, Majri is present in the Commission and files reply dated 10.05.2016 in response to show cause notice issued to him which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the complainant. He states that from the date of receipt of representation in the office of the respondent on 15.07.2015 he has explained the action taken on the said representation in the said reply. He also revealed that his predecessor relinquished the charge on 03.01.2016.  He further states that he has joined the office of the respondent on 07.01.2016 and the first hearing of this case was held by the Commission on 24.02.2016. He also brought to the notice of the Commission that the information has been provided to the complainant vide letter dated 19.02.2016.
5. After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the representation of Smt. Ranjit Kaur was received in the office of the respondent on 15.07.2015 which was marked by the then BDPO, Smt. Rupinderjit Kaur to the Accountant. It is further ascertained that the RTI application was received by the then respondent BDPO 
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Smt. Rupinderjit Kaur on 08.09.2015 and marked to the Superintendent. It is further ascertained that till filing of the complaint in the Commission on 07.01.2016 the information was not provided to the complainant and that the information was provided to the complainant vide letter dated 19.02.2016 by the present PIO Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, BDPO. The reply to the show cause notice filed by Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, BDPO is satisfactory and hence notice is discharged. While availing the opportunity of personal hearing, the explanation tendered by the present PIO entails that two officials are responsible for the delay in providing the information. Smt. Rupinderjit Kaur, the then PIO-BDPO on whom the onus to provide the information rested did not provide the information on the RTI application dated 04.09.2015 till she relinquished the charge of BDPO, Majri on 03.01.2016.  Sh. Gurdip Singh, the then Accountant was also equally responsible for not providing the information. The present PIO-cum-BDPO has already written to the Director Rural Development & Panchayat vide letter no. 909 dated 30.03.2016 to take disciplinary action against Sh. Gurdip Singh. The Commission is constrained to direct the Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab to take disciplinary action against Smt. Rupinderjit Kaur the then BDPO, Majri under Section 20 (2) of the RTI Act for not discharging her obligatory duties under RTI Act and resultantly failing to provide the information to the RTI applicant. In wake of above, the instant Complaint Case is hereby disposed of and closed.     
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6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab and also to the parties.




Sd/- 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.05.2016


                             State Information Commissioner
CC: 

Sh. Sukhjit Singh Bains, IAS, 



(Regd. Post) 

Director Rural Development & 


Panchayats,

Sector -68, S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).   

