   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sham Lal Singla,

 B – 325, 

Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur








  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal,

Prem Sabha Sr. Sec. School,

SANGRUR - 148001



   
   

   
   ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  4119  of 2013
Present :
Sh. Sham Lal Singla, complainant in person.
i) Sh. Puran Chand Jindal, Secretary ;
 ii)        Sh. Mohinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

  The RTI application is dated 17.10.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

payment of salary to the teachers of Prem Sabha Senior Secondary School. The complaint with the Commission is dated  18.11.2013.

Sh. Puran Chand Jindal, Secretary and Sh. Mohinder Singh, Advocate, who 

appeared on behalf of the Principal, Prem Sabha Sr. Sec. School,  Sangrur in today’s hearing, claims that Prem Sabha Sr. Sec. School is not aided school and does not get any grant from State Government and its various institutions/agencies and hence it is not public authority under the provisions of the RTI Act. They plead that as Prem Sabha Sr. Sec. School is not public authority, they are not bound to disclose the information Sought for by any one under the provisions of the RTI Act. They have also placed letter no. 1214 dated 04.01.2014 alongwith certain other documents on record to support their claims.


On the other hand, the complainant - Sh. Sham Lal Singla,  claims that Prem Sabha Sr. Sec. School is public authority and as premises of Prem Sabha High School and Prem Sabha Sr. Sec. School, are located in the single and same premises and both are being run by same management and D. E. O. (Secondary), is member of the Committee, which has been managing affairs of both the schools. 

He has also placed  certain documents on record to support his claim that  Prem 

Sabha Sr. Sec. School is public authority and is liable to disclose the required information to anyone. The documents submitted by the complainant are taken on record.
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I have gone over the documents placed on record and found that an important 

matter is involved in this complain case, so, the case-file be placed before Hon’ble Chief information Commissioner with the request for constitution a Division Bench or a Larger Bench.

Accordingly, this case-file be sent to the Deputy Registrar for placing it before the 

Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)
16th January, 2014                                                      State Information Commissioner 

The Deputy Registrar

Encl :
 Case-File

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Manmander Singh

S/o Sh. Surjit Singh,

Village – Birewala Dogran,

Tehsil – Budhlada, 

Distt. - Mansa








  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. and

Panchayat Officer,

BUDHLADA 

Distt. – Mansa




   
   

   
   ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  4125  of 2013
  Present :
Sh. Manmander Singh, the complainant in person.
Sh. Nikka Singh,  Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

  The RTI application is dated 08.10.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

details of  development works in Gram Panchayat – Birewala Dogran, Tehsil- Budhlada, for the period from 01.08.2013 till date. The complaint with the Commission is dated  18.11.2013.

Sh. Nikka Singh,  Panchayat Secretary, who appeared on behalf of the respondent 
in today’s hearing,  submits that the requisite information has already been sent to the complainant - Sh. Manmander Singh through registered post. He also hands over a copy of the same to the complainant, during the hearing  in the Commission today.


The complainant – Sh. Manmander Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, gives in writing that  he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his case.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)
16th January, 2014                                                      State Information Commissioner 
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Hari Singh

S/o Sh. Kehar Singh,

V.P.O. – Chhiniwal Khurd,

Distt. - Barnala





        



..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Edu. Officer(Elem.),

BARNALA

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Elem.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali









        …Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 2551  of 2013
Present :
Sh. Hari Singh, appellant in person.  
             Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Distt. Resource Person, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

  The RTI application is dated 23.04.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

appointment of Ms. Harwinder Kaur Wife of Late Sh. Jagjiwan Singh as Primary Teacher in Govt. High School, Tapa. First appeal is dated 31.05.2013. Second appeal is dated  21.11.2013.

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Distt. Resource Person, who appeared on behalf of the 
respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant - Sh. Hari Singh. He also hands over a copy of the same to the appellant during the hearing in  the Commission today.
The appellant - Sh. Hari Singh, claims that the respondent-PIO has made inordinate 
delay in supplying the requisite information to him by making different excuses. He also demands that stern action must be taken against the respondent-PIO concerned and penalty must be imposed  upon the PIO as per provisions of the RTI Act.


Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Distt. Resource Person, in his oral and written submissions, claims that earlier the requisite information could not be supplied to the appellant in time as the information sought for by the appellant is ‘Third Party’ information. Now, even then, the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant and there is no malafide on his part in supplying the requisite  information .


After hearing the parties concerned, I am of the view that there is  no malafide on the part of the respondent-PIO concerned in supplying the requisite  information to the appellant.
As no cause of action is left in this case, the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)
16th January, 2014                                                      State Information Commissioner 
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Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Arshdeep Singh Gill

S/o Sh. Ravinder Singh Gill,

H. No. 986, Near Dev Hotel,

Main Bazar, MOGA - 142001




        


..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,

Pb. School Edu. Board,

Phase -8, Mohali

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Secretary,

Pb. School Edu. Board,

Phase -8, Mohali








…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 2555  of 2013
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.  
            Sh. Varinder Madan, Supdt.(Legal Cell), on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

  The RTI application is dated 09.09.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

action taken on  application dated 05.08.2013 for change of name in Matric Certificate and 10+2 certificate. First appeal is dated 15.10.2013. Second appeal is dated  20.11.2013.

Sh. Varinder Madan, Supdt.(Legal Cell), who appeared on behalf of the respondent 

in today’s hearing, submits a letter dated 15.01.2014 signed by Ms. Pavittarpal Kaur(Gen.), PIO O/o P. S. Ed. b., Mohali, stating that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant - Sh. Arshdeep Singh Gill vide letter dated 09.01.2014 through registered post. A copy of the same is taken on record.

The appellant - Sh. Arshdeep Singh Gill, through a letter dated  13.01.2014 which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 1015 dated 15.01.2014, has intimated that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far and requested for an adjournment in this case.

The appellant is advised to confirm whether he has received the information or not. 

He is also advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  20th February, 2014 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M.
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




   






   (Chander Parkash)
16th January, 2014                                                      State Information Commissioner 

               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Rajinder Kumar

S/o Sh. Om Prakash Tuli,

H. No. 310, Block – 11,

Ward – 19, Jamarahi Wali Gali,

Mohalla Jassewala,

Tarn Taran






        


..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal,

Govt. High School,

DALEKE,

Distt. – Tarn Taran

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Distt. Edu. Officer(Sec.),

Tarn Taran









…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 2558  of 2013
Present :
Sh. Rajinder Kumar, appellant in person.
              Ms. Jaskamaldeep Kaur, Hindi Mistress, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

 The RTI application is dated 21.09.2011.  The information demanded pertains to 

attendance report of Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Clerk in Sr. Sec. School at Daleke. First appeal is dated 20.09.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  25.10.2013.

The appellant - Sh. Rajinder Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states no information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far.

Ms. Jaskamaldeep Kaur, Hindi Mistress, who appeared on behalf of the respondent 

in today’s hearing, states that  the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant - Sh. Rajinder Kumar vide letter no. 55333 dated  14.10.2013. A copy of the same is taken on record.

The appellant - Sh. Rajinder Kumar, expresses his dissatisfaction over the 

information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.

After hearing both the parties and  examining the documents placed on record, I 
found that the applicant has approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal on 20.09.2013. 

However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action on the appeal of the 

appellant.







As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the judiciary power and duties under the RTI Act, it shall examine the documents, summon the parties, give them an 
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opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. 



Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh. Paramjit Singh, D. E. O. (S), Tarn Taran  with the hope that it would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.



If, Sh. Sh. Paramjit Singh, D. E. O. (S), Tarn Taran  is not First Appellate Authority, the PIO concerned is directed to send this appeal case to the appropriate First Appellate Authority, which has been designated by the Administrative Head of the department as per provisions of the RTI Act. 



The applicant is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal, if he is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)
16th January, 2014                                                      State Information Commissioner 
CC :

Sh. Paramjit Singh, 

(Regd. Post)

Distt. Edu. Officer(Sec.)-cum-PIO,

Tarn Taran  
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              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Kanwarjit Singh Brar, Advocate,

Chamber – 77,

District Courts,

SriMuktsar Sahib





        


..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Edu. Officer(Sec.),

Faridkot

First Appellate Authority,

O/o   Circle Edu. Officer(Sec.),

Faridkot









…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 2559  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Didar Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant.
              Sh. Suresh Arora, Deputy D. E. O., in person.
ORDER

  The RTI application is dated 06.05.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 
details of appointment of teachers including Principal, in Adarash School, Midduman for the period from 01.01.2012 till date. First appeal is dated 16.07.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  20.11.2013.

Sh. Suresh Arora, Deputy D. E. O., who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

submits that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant – Sh. Kanwarjit Singh Brar on 26.12.2013 through registered post. He also hands over a copy of the same to Sh. Didar Singh, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the appellant - Sh. Kanwarjit Singh Brar, during the hearing  in the Commission today
Sh. Didar Singh, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the appellant -  Sh. 

Kanwarjit Singh Brar, in today’s hearing, states that incomplete information has been supplied to the appellant.


Sh. Suresh Arora, Deputy D. E. O., states that remaining information would be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  20th February, 2014 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M.
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that the respondent-PIO will fulfill the promise made by him during the hearing in the Commission today.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.













   (Chander Parkash)
16th January, 2014                                                      State Information Commissioner 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Vijay Sharma

Proprietor Vijay Sharma & Sons,

Lakshmi Mill Complex,

G T Road, Opp. Power House,

Khanna - 141401





   
    
  ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Excise and

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala





   
      ..…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  2164  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Shahi, Advocate, on behalf of the  complainant.
 Sh. Charanjiv Sharma, E. T. O., in person.
ORDER
 

 On the last date of hearing, held on 03.12.2013, the respondent-PIO concerned was directed to file a reply to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 21.08.2013. He was also directed to produce the receipt of Rs. 3000/- paid to the complainant as compensation.

Sh. Charanjiv Sharma, E. T. O., who appeared in person in today’s hearing, hands 

over a detailed reply dated 25.01.2014 signed by Asstt. Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Mobile wing, Chandigarh, to Sh. Rakesh Kumar Shahi, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the  complainant – Sh. Vijay Sharma, in today’s hearing. A copy of the same is also taken on record.
Sh. Charanjiv Sharma, E. T. O., also submits a reply dated 25.01.2014 to the 

show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 21.08.2013, which is taken on record.
After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that As Sh. Rakesh 

Kumar Shahi, Advocate, who is representing the  complainant – Sh. Vijay Sharma, accepted Rs. 3000/- in cash from  a representative of the respondent-PIO, on the last date of hearing.  This is not valid legally.  Hence, he is directed to refund this amount to the respondent-PIO. 



Sh. Charanjiv Sharma, E. T. O., also gives in writing that compensation amount of Rs. 3000/- would be paid to the complainant by 20.01.2014 through crossed cheque or bank draft from the bank account of public authority.
The respondent-PIO is directed to comply with the orders dated 18.09.2013 by  

paying compensation amount of Rs. 3000/- to the complainant – Sh. Vijay Sharma, by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft  in the name of Vijay Sharma. The crossed cheque/Demand Draft  shall be  made from the bank account of  public authority concerned  and not from the individual
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 official. The respondent-PIO is also directed to produce a copy of the same in the Commission on

 the next date of hearing to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with.

After examining the documents placed on record, it is also found that the RTI 
request of the complainant has been transferred by Asstt. Excise and Taxation Commissioner (Mobile Wing), Chandigarh on 17.10.2013 to Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Patiala who is Ms. Harinder Kaur Brar, hence, she is directed to appear in person before the Commission on the next date of hearing alongwith report regarding action taken by her on the RTI request filed by the applicant, which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record.

After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that there is a delay 

of more than one year in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker.

Sh. Charanjiv Sharma, E. T. O states that Ms. Navdeep Bhinder, Dy. Excise and 

Taxation Commissioner, Patiala, was PIO when the RTI request was moved by information-seeker.
In view of the above,  PIO - Ms. Navdeep Bhinder, Dy. Excise and Taxation 

Commissioner, E. I. W. Unit, Patiala will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon her  for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.



In addition to her submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



She may note that in case she does not file his submission and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. 
She is also directed to file report regarding action taken by her on the RTI request 
filed by the applicant, which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record, before or on the next date of hearing.



The conduct of PIOs/officials concerned in this complaint case is apathetic  and reflects that they are not bothering about the policies of the Punjab Government, which bound them to serve their duties with utmost responsibilities and care.



Though, it has been brought into the notice of Financial Commissioner(Taxation) and Excise and taxation Commissioner, Government of Punjab that their intervention is must in this case to ensure to supply the requisite information to the information-seeker as per queries raised by him in 
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his RTI request and nothing concrete has been come-out till today. Hence, I found it fit that a copy of this order be sent to Chief Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, for taking necessary steps to ensure that official-concerned must start respecting the law of land including RTI Act, 2005.


If no such action is taken, it could bring bad name to the Punjab Government. A copy of this order alongwith orders dated 24.07.2013, 21.08.2013, 18.09.2013, 24.10.2013 and 03.12.2013, be sent to Sh. Rakesh Singh, Chief Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, for taking necessary action, if he, desires so and deems fit.



A copy of this order be sent to Financial Commissioner(Taxation) and Commissioner, Excise and Taxation, Pb., Patiala.

A decision on the reply filed by Sh. Charanjiv Sharma in connection with the show-

cause issued to him, will be taken later on. 
Sh. Charanjiv Sharma, E. T. O., is also directed to appear in person before the 

Commission on the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to  20th February, 2014 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M.
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   






   (Chander Parkash)
16th January, 2014                                                      State Information Commissioner
CC ;
i) Sh. Rakesh Singh, 
Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh

ii) The Financial Commissioner,

Govt. of Punjab,

Taxation Department,
Pb. Civil Sectt.,  Chandigarh
iii) The Excise and

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala

iv)  Ms. Harinder Kaur Brar, 
(Regd. Post)

Deputy Excise and 
Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Patiala 
v) Ms. Navdeep Bhinder,
(Regd. Post)

 Deputy Excise and
 Taxation Commissioner, 
E. I. W. Unit, Head Office,

 Patiala
Encl :
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Kaplesh Sharma,

Kothi No. 687, Ward – 19,

Street -3 A, Rulia Ram Colony,

Gurdaspur - 143521


   
    



       ..…Complainant








Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman,

Pb. School Edu. Board, 

P. S. E. B. Complex,

Sector 62, Mohali





   

        ..…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  3029  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Kaplesh Sharma, complainant  in person.
 Sh. Varinder Madan, Supdt. (Legal Cell),  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 11.12.2013, the respondent-PIO was directed to   
file an affidavit in connection with the action taken on the RTI request filed by the applicant.
Sh. Varinder Madan, Supdt. (Legal Cell), who appeared on behalf of the respondent 

in today’s hearing,  hands over a reply dated  16.01.2014 in the shape of an affidavit,  signed by Ms. Anita Cheema (Examination), Deputy Secretary, to the complainant -  Sh. Kaplesh Sharma, during the hearing in the Commission today. A copy of the same is also taken on record.
After going through the contents of the affidavit, the complainant -  Sh. Kaplesh 

Sharma, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that the claims which have been made in the affidavit by the respondent-PIO concerned  and the claims made in earlier correspondence are not clear and contradictory. He alleges that the respondent-PIO is harassing him deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the requisite information to him. He also requests that stern action must be taken against the respondent-PIO concerned.
The complainant -  Sh. Kaplesh Sharma, also requests to exempt him from further 

hearing in this case.
Ms. Anita Cheema (Examination), Deputy Secretary, is directed to appear in person 

before the Commission on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  20th February, 2014 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in 
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   






   (Chander Parkash)
16th January, 2014                                                      State Information Commissioner 

CC :





Ms. Anita Cheema,

Deputy Secretary (Examination)-cum-PIO,

O/o The Chairman,

 (Regd. Post)

Pb. School Edu. Board, 

P. S. E. B. Complex,  Sector 62,  Mohali  
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Amandeep Singh 

S/o Sh. Balkar Singh,

H. No. 609/2, Street – 4,

Sham Nagar,

Ludhiana





    


  ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Zone – A, Ludhiana






   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3217  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant. 
i) Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh, Supdt. ;

ii) Sh. Harjit Singh, Building Inspector, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing, held on 03.12.2013, Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-cum-

PIO, Zone – D, M. C., Ludhiana had sent a reply dated 28.11.2013.2013 to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 23.10.2013 and he was directed to produce supporting documents in connection with the claims made by him in his reply to the show-cause as per  official-record
         Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh, Supdt. and Sh. Harjit Singh, Building Inspector, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing,  submit that the requisite information has already been sent to the complainant - Sh. Amandeep Singh, vide letter no. 2048 dated 14.01.2014 through registered post today itself i. e. 16.01.2014. A copy of the same is taken on record.
The complainant - Sh. Amandeep Singh, through a letter dated 16.01.2014 which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 1121 dated 16.01.2014, has intimated the Commission that he is unable today’s hearing.

Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh, Supdt., also clarified the points asked to him in connection 

with the claims made by him in his reply to the show-cause, sent by him on the last date of hearing, held on 03.12.2013. 
The complainant is advised to confirm that whether he has received the information, 

sent to the him vide letter no. 2048 dated 14.01.2014  or not. He is also advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  20th February, 2014 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M.
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


   






   (Chander Parkash)
16th January, 2014                                                      State Information Commissioner 
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Prabodh Chander Bali,

16 – Shiv Nagar,

Batala Road,

Amritsar - 143001




    


  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3221  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali,  complainant  in person.

Sh. Harjinder Singh, Building Inspector,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing, held on 03.12.2013, the respondent PIO was directed to 

countersign  all the papers of information supplied to the information seeker within ten days from that day and a compensation of Rs. 1,000/-  was awarded to the complainant.
Sh. Harjinder Singh, Building Inspector, who appeared on behalf of the 
respondent in today’s hearing, states that   compensation amount of Rs. 1000/- has been paid to the complainant – Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali. He has also produced a photostat copy of the demand draft. A copy of the same is taken on record.

The complainant - Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali, states that on the hearing held on 
23.10.2013, the respondent-PIO, Sh. Surinder Mahendru, XEN, was directed to  file a point-wise reply in the shape of an affidavit, which has not been filed till date.

The respondent-PIO - Sh. Surinder Mahendru, Executive Engineer, Mpl. Corp., 

Amritsar, will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
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He is also directed to file a point-wise reply, in the shape of an affidavit stating that 

what action has been taken by him against the queries raised by Sh. Bali in his RTI request.. The claims, which will be made by him in the affidavit, must be accompanied by supporting documents as per official-record.

The case is adjourned to  5th March, 2014 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. in 
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)
16th January, 2014                                                      State Information Commissioner 

CC ;
Sh. Surinder Mahendru,
 Executive Engineer,

(Regd. Post) 

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Manpreet Singh

S/o Sh. Narinderpal Singh,

Mohalla Daraka,

Purana Shaher,

KOTKAPURA,

Distt. - Faridkot




    


  ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

S. C. E. R. T., Pb.,

Block-2, 6th Floor,

P.S.E.B. Complex,

Phase -8, Mohali
   




   
   
        ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3545  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Ashwini Kumar, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 05.12.2013, the complainant was advised to 
point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.
Sh. Ashwini Kumar, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, submits that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Manpreet Singh on 05.12.2013 through registered post. He also submits that the complainant has not pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him till date. 

The complainant - Sh. Manpreet Singh was absent on the last date of hearing and 
he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the applicant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further and hence the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)
16th January, 2014                                                      State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Bindar Lal

S/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Village – Ghueka,

Tehsil – Phillaur,

Distt. – Jalandhar - 144632




    

..…Complainant


Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Edu. officer(Elem.),

Jalandhar
   





   
   
 ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3548  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
i) Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, B. P. E. O. ;
ii) Sh. Munish Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 05.12.2013, a show-cause was issued to Ms. 
Sukhdev Kaur, B. P. E. O., Jalandhar, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.
In compliance with the order dated 05.12.2013, Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, B. P. E. O.  
and Sh. Munish Kumar, Clerk, appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing and state that the requisite information has  already been supplied to the complainant –  Sh. Bindar Lal, on the last date of hearing, held on 05.12.2013, during the hearing in the Commission.

Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, B.P.E.O., clarifies that Ms. Sukhdev Kaur, is not B.P.E.O.-
cum-PIO, Jalandhar. He himself is B. P. E. O.-cum-PIO at  Jalandhar.
Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, B.P.E.O., also submits a reply dated 16.01.2014 to the 

show-cause, issued by the Commission, which is taken on record.


After going through the oral-submission and written reply dated 16.01.2014, submitted by the respondent-PIO, I found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to him is dropped.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)
16th January, 2014                                                      State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

60/35-P/330, Street – 8,

Maha Singh Nagar,

Daba Lohara Road,

P. O. – Dhandari Kalan,

Ludhiana - 141014








    ..…Appellant






Vs



Public Information Officer 

O/o  The Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana 

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana 


     

          




  ..…Respondent





      Appeal  Case No. 1194 of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

Ms. Anjuman Bhaskar, D. F. S. C., Ferozepur, in person.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing, held on 03.12.2013, the appellant and the respondent-

PIO, were mutually agreed to inspect the official- record on 09.12.2013, 10.12.2013, 11.12.2013, 12.12.2013, 13.12.2013, 16.12.2013, 17.12.2013, 18.12.2013, 19.12.2013 and 20.12.2013 during the working hours and another opportunity was given to Ms. Anjuman Bhaskar, D. F. S. C., Ferozepur, to file her reply to the show-cause issued to her.

Ms. Anjuman Bhaskar, D. F. S. C., Ferozepur, who appeared in person in today’s 

hearing, states that she has brought the requisite information to hand it over the same to the appellant – Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, into the Commission today.

The appellant – Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, is absent from today’s hearing 

without any intimation to the Commission.  

Ms. Anjuman Bhaskar, states that the requisite information would be supplied to 

the appellant – Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, in person within seven days from today.
The appellant – Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, is advised to confirm whether 

he has received the information or not. He is also advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  19th February, 2014 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M.
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   






   (Chander Parkash)
16th January, 2014                                                      State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Kanchan Bala

D/o Sh. Pawan Kumar,

210, Dr. Ambedkar Colony,

Sector 56, Chandigarh






        

..…Appellant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman,

Pb. School Edu. Board,

Phase -8, Mohali - 160062
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Chairman,

Pb. School Edu. Board,

Phase -8, Mohali - 160062

     

         



  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 2117  of 2013

Present :
Ms. Kanchan Bala, the appellant, in person.
Sh. Varinder Madaan, Supdt. (Legal Cell), on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 05.12.2013, a show-cause was issued to Ms. 
Anita Cheema (Examination), Deputy Secretary, U/s 20 of the RTI Act. Sh. Varinder Madaan, Supdt. (Legal Cell), also stated that the requisite information would be supplied to the appellant before 16.01.2014. An interim compensation of Rs. 2000/- was also awarded to the applicant.
Sh. Varinder Madan, Supdt. (Legal Cell), who appeared on behalf of the respondent 

in today’s hearing,  hands over the requisite information to the appellant - Ms. Kanchan Bala, during the hearing in the Commission today. 
After going through the information supplied, the appellant - Ms. Kanchan Bala, 

points out that information in connection with point no. 5 of the RTI request has not been supplied by the respondent-PIO.

Sh. Varinder Madan, Supdt. (Legal Cell), states that information in connection with 

point no. 5 of the RTI request, would be supplied to the appellant within two weeks from today.

Sh. Varinder Madan, Supdt. (Legal Cell), also submits a reply dated 16.01.2014,  

signed by Ms. Anita Cheema (Examination), Deputy Secretary, to the show-cause issued to her vide orders dated 05.12.2013, which is taken on record.


The respondent-PIO is also directed to comply with the orders dated 05.12.2013 by  paying compensation amount of Rs. 2000/- to the appellant - Ms. Kanchan Bala, by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft  in the name of Kanchan Bala. The crossed cheque/Demand Draft  shall be
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 made from the bank account of  public authority concerned  and not from the individual official. The respondent-PIO is also directed to produce a copy of the same in the Commission on the next date of hearing to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with.

A decision on the reply filed by Ms. Anita Cheema in connection with the show-

cause issued to her, will be taken later on.

The case is adjourned to  20th February, 2014 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in 
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)
16th January, 2014                                                      State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Pradeep Kumar

S/o Late Sh. Sita Ram,

V.P.O. – Lalwan,

Block – Mahilpur,

Distt. - Hoshiarpur






        

..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. and

Panchayat Officer,

Mahilpur,

Distt. – Hoshiarpur

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Distt. Dev. and

Panchayat Officer,

Hoshiarpur



     

         



  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 2129  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Pradeep Kumar, appellant in person.
i) Sh. Sukhdev Singh, B. D. P. O., Mahilpur ;
ii) Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Saroa, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 05.12.2013, show-causes were issued to Sh. 
Sukhwinder Singh, B. D. P. O., Saroa, and Sh. Sukhdev Singh, B. D. P. O., Mahilpur,  under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.
Sh. Sukhdev Singh, B. D. P. O., Mahilpur and Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Panchayat 

Secretary, Saroa, appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that submits that the requisite information, running onto 376 pages,  has  been supplied to the appellant -  Sh. Pradeep Kumar vide letter dated 10.01.2014 through registered post today itself i. e. 16.01.2014. A copy of the same is taken on record.

The respondent-PIO is directed  to facilitate the applicant to inspect the record, on 

27.01.2014, 28.01.2014, 29.01.2014, 30.01.2014, 31.01.2014, 03.02.2014, 05.02.2014 and 07.02.2014,  during working hours so that he could identify the information and take certified copies of the same.

The appellant -  Sh. Pradeep Kumar, is advised to point-out deficiencies in the 
information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.

                                                                                                                                            Contd…2/-

Appeal  Case No. 2129  of 2013                 -2-
Sh. Sukhdev Singh, B. D. P. O., Mahilpur, clarifies that Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, is 

not  B. D. P. O., Saroa, as he is Panchayat Secretary in Gram Panchayat – Saroa.

Sh. Sukhdev Singh, B. D. P. O., Mahilpur and Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Panchayat 

Secretary, Saroa, submit their replies to the show-cause issued to them vide orders dated 05.12.2013, which are taken on record.

Decision on the replies filed by the Sh. Sukhdev Singh, B. D. P. O., Mahilpur and 

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Saroa in connection with the show-cause issued to them vide orders dated 05.12.2013, will be taken later on.



The respondent-PIO is also directed to bring original official-record into the Commission on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to  19th February, 2014 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M.
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)
16th January, 2014                                                      State Information Commissioner 
