STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Rajinder Kumar s/o Shri Tarsem Chand        
                                                                                        Bansal Atta Chakki, Gali No.7,

New Shaheed Bhagat Singh Colony,

Rampura Phul.                                                                              
  Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director Public Instructions 

(SE),Punjab, Vidhya Bhawan,

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

                                                                                                       
    Respondent

                                                          CC No.  841   of 2014

Present:  None for complainant.


     Shri  Jaspal Singh, Sr.  Asstt. for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Rajinder Kumar, complainant vide an RTI application dated  22.1.13 addressed to PIO o/o DPI (S), Punjab, Mohali   sought certain information on 4 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 4.3.14.


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. and notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Jaspal Singh, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of Dy. Director  o/o DPI (SE) Punjab, Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62, S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali  hands over to the  Commission letter dated 13.5.14 duly signed by the Dy. Director, Private Aided Schools alongwith letter dated 5.5.14 duly signed by the complainant wherein the complainant has himself  admitted  that he has  received  complete information and want to withdraw this case.


Now since the complete information in this case stands supplied to the complainant, the case is disposed of/closed.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harinder Singh s/o Sh. Peshawar Singh,

r/o Patti Dhaliwal, VPO Sudhar,

Ludhiana-141104..                                                                     Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions(SE),

Punjab, PSEB Building, 

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, PSEB Building,  Sector 62, 

S.A.S.Nagar. Mohali.                                                              Respondent  
                                                      AC No.  1446  of 2014
Present: 
 None for appellant.


     
Shri  Rajiv Puri, Sr. Asstt. for respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Harinder Singh,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30.10.2013 , addressed to PIO,  O/o Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, PSEB, S.A.S.Nagar Mohali, sought copy of  status report of his transfer application duly forwarded  through proper channel by the competent Authority  and submitted to the office of DPI vide Diary No. 510, dated 25.9.2013. 



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 o/o Director Public Instructions, (SE) Punjab, Mohali.  vide letter dated 27.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 7.4.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case, it is noted that the demanded information has been denied to the appellant vide letter dated 19.11.13 stating that the same is not covered u/s 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005.


It is also noted that a letter dated  12.5.14  has been received in the Commission from the appellant requesting for an adjournment of  his case to some other date .   It  is further observed that the information demanded by the appellant is far from being provided to him despite a lapse of 7 months and filing of first/second appeal by him. Thus, it can be safely concluded that a lackadaisical approach  have been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete  information to appellant as demanded by him   and the same has not been provided to him till date,  willfully and intentionally.   


Therefore,  a show cause notice is issued to Dr. Jarnail Singh,   PIO cum Asstt. Director (School Admn. 2)   office of  DPI (SE) Punjab, PSEB Building,  Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar. Mohali  to explain in writing in 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  30.10.2013.  

            He is also afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing failing which it shall be presumed  that he has nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against him.

             He is 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 10 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.   

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

              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.


Adjourned to 3.6.2014 at 11.00 AM.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:13.5.2014



          State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-


Dr. Jarnail Singh,   PIO                          (REGISTERED)
              cum Asstt. Director (School Admn. 2)  

office of  Director Public Instructions (SE) 

Punjab, PSEB Building,  

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

For necessary compliance.










   Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:13.5.2014



           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 parties.
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 for today.

During the hearing of this case, it is noted that information on point no. 1 has been supplied to the appellant by the DDPO, Gurdaspur vide letter no. 1846, dated 1.10.13  while no information has  been supplied on point no. 2 till date. 


It is further noted that none has appeared before the Commission  on behalf of respondent PIO despite  issuance of notice  no. 8219-21, dated 25.3.14.   Similarly, no written submissions have been filed by the respondent PIO  cum DDPO,  Gurdaspur as directed in para 3 of the above notice which reads 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.”


It is further noticed that a total lackadaisical approach  have been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete and correct  information to appellant on both the points  despite lapse of period of  9 months and the information on point no. 2 have not been provided to the appellant willfully and intentionally,  without any reasonable cause till date.      


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   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 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 lost or  other detriment suffered by him in seeking the information.  

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

 v) 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.


          Adjourned to 4.6.2014 at 11.00 AM.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:13.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

              PIO  cum District Development  

              & Panchayat   Officer                               (REGISTERED)
 Gurdaspur.        (BY NAME)

For necessary compliance.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:13.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjay Sehgal,

SCO 88, New Rajinder Nagar, 

Jalandhar city-144001
                                                                                         
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Millennium Public School 

Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o The Millenium Public School,

Jalandhar.                                                                                                           
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.   1152 of 2014

Present:  None for appellant.

               Shri Vishal Aggarwal, advocate for the respondent  Millenium Public School,

               Jalandhar.
ORDER:



Shri Sanjay Sehgal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21.10.13 , addressed to PIO, The Millennium School, Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar sought certain information on  15 points. 



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 8.1.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 18.2.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

                During hearing of this case today, Shri Vishal Aggarwal, advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent  School, filed written submissions mentioning therein that Millenium Public School Jalandhar is not a Public Authority as defined  under  u/s 2(h) of RTI Act, 2005.   He also enclosed with it  judgment dated 29.3.2010  of this Commission in support of his version.

              It is also noted that a fax letter duly signed by  Shri Sanjay Sehgal has been received in the Commission on 13.5.14 wherein he has shown his inability  to attend the Commission today.   He is accordingly  directed to file written submissions on or before the next date of hearing in support of his version that the respondent is a public authority and is amenable to provide the information.


It is also made clear that failing to file written submissions by him or to attend the Commission either in person or through his authorized representative, the ex-parte proceedings in the matter will be taken.


Adjourned to  29.5.2014 at 11.00 AM.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:13.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Sanjay Sehgal,                            (REGISTERED)
SCO 88, New Rajinder Nagar, 

Jalandhar city-144001
 
For necessary compliance.    










Sd/-
 Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:13.5.2014
                                                 State Information Commissioner. 

                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjay Sehgal,

SCO 88, New Rajinder Nagar, 

Jalandhar city-144001
                                                                                         
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman Lawrence International School 

G.T.Road Bye Pass, Jalandhar-144009.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Chairman Lawrence International School 

G.T.Road Bye Pass, Jalandhar-144009.                                                                     
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.   1153 of 2014

Present:  None for appellant.

          Shri Gurdial Singh Riyar, Office Supdt. Lawrence International School 

                Jalandhar

ORDER:



Shri Sanjay Sehgal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28.10.13 , addressed to PIO,  Lawrence International  School. G.T. Road Bye-pass, Jalandhar sought certain information on 15  points. 



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 8.1.2014 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 for today.
                During hearing of this case today, Shri Gurdial Singh Riyar, appearing on behalf of the respondent –  Lawrence International School  Jalandhar stated that he will  file detailed submissions  on or before the next date of hearing.  


It is also noted that a fax letter duly signed by  Shri Sanjay Sehgal has been received in the Commission on 13.5.14 wherein he has shown his inability  to attend the Commission today.   He is accordingly  directed to file written submissions on or before the next date of hearing in support of his version that the respondent is a public authority and is amenable to provide the information.


It is also made clear that failing to file written submissions by him or to attend the Commission either in person or through his authorized representative, the ex-parte proceedings in the matter will be taken.


Adjourned to  29.5.2014 at 11.00 AM.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:13.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Sanjay Sehgal,                            (REGISTERED)
SCO 88, New Rajinder Nagar, 

Jalandhar city-144001
 
For necessary compliance.    










Sd/-
 Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:13.5.2014
                                                 State Information Commissioner. 

                                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjay Sehgal,

SCO 88, New Rajinder Nagar, 

Jalandhar city-144001
                                                                                       
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Bawa Lalvani  Public School 

Kapurthala.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Bawa Lalvani Public School,

Kapurthala..                                                                                                             
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.   1154 of 2014

Present:   None for appellant.

               Shri  N.S. Boparai, advocate  with Sh. B.S. Dhillon, advocate

               For respondents
ORDER:



Shri Sanjay Sehgal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28.10.13 , addressed to PIO, Bawa Lalvani Public School, Guru Kripa Complex no. 1, Jalandhar Road, Kapurthala  sought certain information on  15 points. 



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 8.1.14 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 for today.

Shri N.S. Boparai, advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent – Bawa Lalvani Public School, Kapurthala stated that they have not received copy of the appeal case filed before the Commission.   Accordingly, the same was supplied to him in the Commission today itself.  Similarly, he stated that he will  file detailed submissions  on or before the next date of hearing.  


It is also noted that a fax letter duly signed by  Shri Sanjay Sehgal has been received in the Commission on 13.5.14 wherein he has shown his inability  to attend the Commission today.   He is accordingly  directed to file written submissions on or before the next date of hearing in support of his version that the respondent is a public authority and is amenable to provide the information.


It is also made clear that failing to file written submissions by him or to attend the Commission either in person or through his authorized representative, the ex-parte proceedings in the matter will be taken.


Adjourned to  29.5.2014 at  11.00 AM.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:13.5.2014
                                                 State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Sanjay Sehgal,                            (REGISTERED)
SCO 88, New Rajinder Nagar, 

Jalandhar city-144001
 
For necessary compliance.    










Sd/-
   Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:13.5.2014
                                                 State Information Commissioner. 

                                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Renu Gupta w/o Shri Sanjeev Kumar
                                                                                         Near residence of  Ghugi Member,

V&PO Boha, Tehsil Budhlada,

Distt. Mansa-151503.






  Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer

(SE) Patiala.

First Appellate Authority, 

 Distt. Education Officer,

(SE) Patiala.                                                                                 Respondent 
                                                      AC No.  1157  of 2014

Present: None  for appellant.

               Shri  Munish Kumar, Hindi Master for respondent.
ORDER:



Ms. Renu Gupta,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 14.12.13 , addressed to PIO cum DEO (SE), Patiala, Punjab  sought 4 points information  pertaining to . Manisha Madan, Science Mistress of Govt. Middle School, Bhedpuri. 



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 28.1.14 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 for today.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Munish Kumar, Hindi  Master  appearing on behalf of  respondent handed over to the Commission letter dated  9.5.14 duly signed by the Headmistress,  Govt. High  School,  Kurala, (Patiala) enclosing a set of documents  containing the information which has already been supplied to the appellant on  17.4.14.


Since the complete information in this case stands supplied to the appellant, the case is disposed of/closed.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:13.5.2014



            State Information Commissioner. 

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdeep Singh s/o Sh. Atma Singh,

Vill Dilaram, Block Mamdot,

Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur-152023.                                                                     Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Mamdot, Distt. Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer,

Ferozepur                                                                                            Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  1148  of 2014

Present:

None for the applicant-appellant.

Shri Tarsem Singh , PIO cum  Panchayat Secretary,Gram Panchayat vill. Dilaram,Block Mamdot, Distt. Ferozepur for the respondent 
ORDER:



Shri Gurdeep Singh   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 18.2.2013  , addressed to PIO, o/o BDPO Mamdot, sought certain information pertaining to the income and expenditure incurred by the Gram Panchayat Dila Ram Block Mamdot, Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur, during the year 2008 to 2012 on various development  works. 



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 cum DDPO Ferozepur, vide letter dated 1.3.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   on 10.3.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

On the perusal of the case file,  it is noted that the RTI application was transferred vide letter No. 1757, dated 4.3.2013, by the BDPO Mamdot  to Shri Tarsem Singh, PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Dila Ram, for providing the demanded information to the appellant.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Tarsem Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Dila Ram handed over to the commission a letter dated 13.4.2014, with  the thumb impression by Shri Gurdeep Singh appellant, wherein he has mentioned that he has received the complete information and does not need any more record. 
In view of the facts that the complete information already stands supplied to the appellant, the case is disposed and closed.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:13.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harnek Singh,

H.No. 198, Vill. Gurhe, 

Tehsil Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana-142023                                                                        
  Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar,  Mohali.                                                          
    Respondent
                                                          CC No. 764    of 2014
Present:
None for the applicant complainant.

Shri Varinder Madaan, Supdt. Legal Cell RTI Cell o/o Pb. School Education Board, for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:



Shri Harnek Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 18.5.2013  addressed to the PIO Associated Punjab School Education Board, Mohali   sought certain information on 10 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 24.2.2014.

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 the hearing of this case, it is noted that  Ms. Pavittar Pal Kaur,  PIO cum Joint Secretary Punjab School Education Board has sent a written submission dated 12.5.2014 wherein she has mentioned that the matter pertaining to the Associated schools is subjudice in Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP -12552 of 2012 and the information demanded by the complainant is also not covered as per the provisions contained  in section 8 (H) and section 11, of the RTI Act, 2005. 
She has further mentioned that the complainant has accordingly been informed by the respondent PIO vide letter no. 262, dated 10.4.2014. She also enclosed photocopy of documents in support of her version. 
It is thus observed  that due response vide letter No. 210-262 dated 10.4.2014 stands sent to the applicant – complainant with reference to his RTI application dated 18.5.2013, filed by him. 
Further attention of the complainant is also invited to the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 [arising out of SLP (C) No. 32768-32769/2010] in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.   
As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission. 
As such, if the applicant- complainant feels dis-satisfied with the provided information to him sought under the provisions of section 18 of Act ibid. He is at liberty to file an appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the  First Appellate authority o/o  Punjab School Education Board, Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali

If, however, still the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., then he may move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per provision of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
With above observations, the case is closed/disposed of. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.5.2014


   
         State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to


The First appellate Authority,



(Registered)

O/O Punjab School Education Board,
S.A.S.Nagar, Sector 62,

Mohali.
· For strict compliance.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.5.2014


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bachittar Singh,

New Building, Old Shahpur Road,

Pathankot.                                                                                      
  Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Headmaster, 

Govt. Sr. Secondary School, 

Narot Mehra, 
Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot.                                                             
    Respondent

                                                          CC No.  765   of 2014

Present:
Shri Chander Pal Mehta, authorized representative of Shri Bachittar Singh, 


Complainant.

Shri Darshan Singh, PIO cum Principal Govt. S.S.School, Narot Mehra, for the respondent 
ORDER:


Shri  Bachittar Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  16.12.2013 addressed to the Headmaster, G.S.S.School Narot mehra, Tehsil & distt. Pathankot, sought the following information:-
1.  “Pay Scale in which the applicant last worked.

2.  Corresponding revised Pay structure as on 1.1.2006 i.e.

a) Pay band

b) Grade Pay

c) Initial Pay

3.
Qualifying Service. “

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 24.2.2014.

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. and notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case, Shri Darshan Singh, PIO cum  Principal, G.S.S.School, Narot Mehra, Distt. Pathankot, stated that the requisite information what so ever was available in the school record have already been supplied to the complainant vide letter no. 2992-93, dated 9.5.2014.  However, Shri Chander Pal Mehta, appearing for the applicant- complainant stated that the provided information is incomplete. 

As such before the penality provisions under section 20(1) and 20(2)  of the RTI Act, 2005 are considered to be invoked against Shri Darshan Singh PIO cum Principal Govt.Sr.Sec. School, Narot Mehra, he is directed to appear before the commission with written submissions, action taken report and record  pertaining to the information sought on the next date of hearing for its perusal. 


The case is adjourned to 4.6.2014 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:


Shri Darshan Singh PIO cum 

(Registered)


Principal Govt..Sr..Sec. School, 


Narot Mehra, Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot.


For strict compliance.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner 

                                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Nisha Jangra d/o 

Sh. Satyawan Jangra,

Opp. Tatra Gate, Hanuman Colony,

Hissar Cantt, Distt. Hissar.
                                                                   Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Education, Punjab

(School Education), 

Pb. Civil Sectt-2, Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh.
Public Information Officer,

Distt. Education Officer,

(SE) Amritsar.
First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Secretary, Education, Punjab

(School Education), 

Pb. Civil Sectt-2, Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh                                                                                        Respondent  

                                                      AC No. 1026   of 2014
Present:

Ms. Nisha Jangra, appellant in person;

Shri Dinesh Bansal, Sr. Asstt. o/o Secretary Education (SE) Punjab, for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Ms. Nisha Jangra Appellant vide an RTI application dated 5.6.2013, addressed to PIO,  o/o Secretary School Education, Punjab, Chandigarh  sought the following 4 point  information  of Smt. Santosh Rani w/o Harish Kumar, Head Mistress, Govt. Girls School, Shivalaya Road, Amritsar:

1 “Date of Joining of service;

2 Details of maternity leave availed by the aforesaid official(Fro   To)

3 Attested Photocopy of the page of service book of the aforesaid official where the maternity leave is recorded.

4 Attested photocopy of Form 16 of the aforesaid official for year of 2012-13.”



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 18.7.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   on 20.2.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 24.4.2014.

During the hearing of this case on 24.4.2014, the perusal of the case file revealed that the information demanded by the appellant had been denied by the Supdt. o/o Secretary School Education, Punjab vide letter No. 2028 dated 21.6.2013, on the grounds that the same could not be provided being third party information as per the provisions contained under section  11 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

However, Mrs.  Nisha Jangra, appellant  stated that she is married and having a matrimonial dispute with the in-laws family, demanded information relates to her mother-in-law who is working as Headmistress. Therefore, demanded information is very essentially needed for court evidence.
After hearing the appellant at length, since commission was of the considered view that the demanded information required to be given to the appellant, in larger public interest. As such,  Shri Balbir Singh, PIO cum Supdt. Education 2 Branch was directed to supply to the appellant duly signed complete, correct, and point-wise information within a period of 10 days free of cost  under registered cover. It was also mentioned that all the pages of information should be duly signed /attested.
He was further directed to attend the commission on the next date of hearing with one set of provided information for the perusal and record of the commission. The case was adjourned to 13.5.2014 for further proceedings. 

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Dinesh Bansal, Sr. Asstt. Education 2 Branch, appearing on behalf of PIO o/o Secretary (School Education), Punjab Civil Secretariat, Sector 9-A, Chandigarh, stated that the requisite information have already been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 27828/2 dated 12.5.2014, under registered cover. 
However, since information to the appellant was sent on 12.5.2014 and she had not received it, copy of information so sent was given to her in the commission also, when, after perusal of it, appellant stated that copy of form no.16 for the year 2012-13 demanded by her at Sr. no. 4 of her RTI application has not been provided so far.

It is further noted that the letter dated 12.5.2014 has  been received in the commission from Smt. Santosh Rani, Headmistress, Govt. High School; Nawan Tanel, Amritsar wherein she has mentioned that Ms. Nisha Jangra, is seeking her personal information and since the matrimonial dispute is pending between their family, her personal information may not be supplied.

In view of this, part of provisions of section 8 (j) and 11 of RTI Act, 2005 are reproduced as under:- 
Section 8(j)  “Information which relates  to personal information the  disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or interest, or which would cause unwarranted invasion of the privacy of the individual unless the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer or the appellate authority, as the case may be is satisfied that the larger public interest justified the disclosure of such information.”

Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005 pertains to the third party information also clearly envisaged that :- 

“Provided that except  in the case of trade or commercial secrets protected by law, disclosure may be allowed if the public interest in disclosure outweighs   in importance any possible harm or injury to the interests of such third party.”

As such, as already stated in Commission’s order dated 24.4.2014, that since appellant is seeking information in larger public interest, because of her Matrimonial 
dispute and demanded information by appellant, could be needed for court evidence same becomes to be given to her in larger public interest though the same is personal or third party as public interest in disclosure of it to the appellant, outways in importance any possible injury or harm to interests of third party, in this case.
As  such, the PIO cum Superintendent Education -2 Branch o/o Secretary School Education, Punjab is directed to ensure that the duly attested information on point no. 4 is provided to the appellant within a period of 10 days  from today, under registered cover and for the purpose of obtaining this information, may appoint Distt. Education Officer, (SE) Amritsar as deemed PIO under the provisions of section 5(4) of the said Act. Commission also impleads  the Distt. Education Officer (SE) Amritsar as a necessary party for the purpose , who is directed to assist the PIO and to appear before the commission on the next date of hearing with two spare attested copies of Form 16 of the aforesaid official i.e  Smt. Santosh Rani w /o Shri Harish Kumar, Headmistress Govt. High School, Nawan Tanel, Amritsar for the year 2012-13.
It is also made clear that failing to provide the information on point no. 4 to the appellant this time also couldl attract the penalty provisions of section 20(1) of the said act against the PIO cum Superintendent o/o Secretary School Education, Punjab, as well as Distt. Education Officer, (SE) Amritsar.

Adjourned to 18.6.2014 at 11.00 A.M.





 










Sd/-










Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:13.5.2014



           State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to :


Shri Balbir Singh, PIO cum                             (Registered)


Superintendent,


Education-2 Branch,


Punjab Mini Secretariat,


Sector 9-A, Chandigarh.


Public Information Officer,                       (Registered             

Distt. Education Officer,


(SE) Amritsar.

(By Name)


-for strict compliance.











Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:13.5.2014



           State Information Commissioner. 

