                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kaplesh Sharma,

Kothi No. 687, Ward No. 19,

Street No. 3-A, Rulia Ram Colony,

Gurdaspur.                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Circle Education Officer, 

(S.E), Jalandhar 

First Appellate Authority, 

Director Public Instructions,

Punjab, (SE) PSEB Complex.

Sector 62, Mohali.                                                                            Respondent           

                                                      AC No. 601   of 2014

Present:

Shri Kaplesh  Sharma, appellant in person.




Shri Ashok Kumar, PIOcum Supdt., Shri Ramesh Chander,

Jr. Asstt. o/o DEO (SE) Gurdaspur. 
ORDER:



Shri Kaplesh Sharma,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 7.11.2013 , addressed to PIO,  o/o Circle Education Officer, Ladhowali Road, Jalandhar sought certain information on 7  points pertaining to the temporary employees working in the O/O Distt. Education Officer (SE) Gurdaspur for the period from 1998-99 to date ,


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 DPI (SE) Punjab School Education Board Building Sector 62, Mohali vide letter dated 17.12.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 27.1.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the Act ibid and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.3.2014.


On the last date of hearing i.e. 26.3.2014, Shri Ashok Kumar , PIO cum Supdt o/o D.E.O. (SE) Gurdaspur stated that the complete information  had already been sent to the appellant vide letter No. 344-45, dated 1.1.2014 alongwith enclosures under registered cover.

 
However the appellant pressed for the providing of point wise information to him. The respondent PIO Shri Ashok Kumar, PIO cum  Supdt. o/o DEO Gurdaspur was directed to provide point wise duly attested information to the appellant within a period of 7 days after Shri Kaplesh Sharma appellant filed an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate citing the larger public interest involved in seeking the information.  The case was adjourned to 16.4.2014 for further hearing. 


During hearing of this case today, Shri Ashok Kumar  Supdt. o/o D.E.O. Gurdaspur provided to the appellant in the commission, a copy of letter no. 788-790 dated 15.4.2014 alongwith 106 documents containing the information. He also handed over a copy of  the same in the commission for its perusal and record. 

He further filed an affidavit duly attested by the Notary Public certifying that the complete information according to office record have been supplied to the appellant and nothing has been concealed therefrom, and photocopy of this affidavit has also been handed over to the appellant.


In view of above mentioned facts, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.4.2014



  State Information Commissioner. 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kaplesh Sharma,

Kothi No. 687, Ward No. 19,

Street No. 3-A, Rulia Ram Colony,

Gurdaspur.
                                                                                    Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary, School  Education,

Punjab, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Principal Secretary, School Education, 

Punjab,  Mini Sectt. Sector 9-A,

 Chandigarh.                                                                              Respondent           

                                                      AC No. 710   of 2014
Present:

Shri Kaplesh  Sharma, appellant in person.




Shri Ashok Kumar, PIO cum Supdt., o/o DEO (SE) Gurdaspur,

Shri  Narinder Singh, o/o DPI(SE) Pb.,Shri Vijay Singh Chauhan,  PIO cum Supdt.  Education 5 Br.. o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab Schools, Chandigarh for the respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Kaplesh Sharma,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 25.10.2013  addressed to PIO, o/o Principal Secretary Punjab Education Deptt. (Schools), Chandigarh sought a copy of action taken report  on the complaint published against Shri Bihari Lal S.S.Master in daily Ajit Jalandhar  on page 9 dated 15.10.2013 alongwith photocopy of noting file pertaining to the S.S.masters who is working as legal Assistant in the o/o D.E.O. (SE) Gurdaspur



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 Chief Secretary Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter dated 25.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the  Act, ibid., and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 28.1.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.3.2014.


It was further noted that said RTI application  was transferred by the Superintendent o/o Principal Secretary Education, Punjab to the Nodal Public Information Officer o/o DPI (SE) Punjab  vide letter no. 1817-52/2 dated 13.2.2014.


It was also observed that since the sought information pertained to  Shri  Bihari Lal Social Studies master working as legal assistant o/o DEO (SE) Gurdaspur,  enquiry on the complaint  against the said official on the basis of news items published at page 9 in the daily Ajit news paper on 15.10.2013  was to taken  by the DPI (SE) Punjab  and action taken report could also be supplied by that office also. However, no information stood supplied till date. As such Shri Amrish Kumar Nodal PIO (School Admn 2) o/o DPI (SE) Punjab Sector 62, Mohali, was directed  to appear before the commission alongwith concerned PIO and  with attested copy of the action taken report and photocopies of noting   file  where this complaint had been dealt with, on the next fixed date  for the perusal of the same by the commission.


The Nodal PIO o/o DPI (SE) was further directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant within a period of 10 days from the last date of hearing under registered cover. It was  further made clear that failing to provide the information as mentioned above by Shri Amrish Kumar Nodal PIO  (School Admn-2)  o/o DPI (SE) Punjab and  by the concerned PIO,  would attract punitive provisions of section 20(1) and 20(2)  the RTI Act, 2005 against them.


Shri Ashok Kumar  PIO cum Supdt. o/o DEO Gurdaspur, was also directed to ensure the providing of requisite information to the appellant if the matter pertains to the enquiry against Shri Bihari Lal, S.S.Master who was working as legal Asstt. was pending in the o/o DEO (S) Gurdaspur. He would also be present personally on the next fixed date. The case was adjourned to 16.4.2014 for further hearing.


During the hearing of this today, it is noted that a communication of order dated 1.4.2014 passed  by Dr. Kamal Kumar, DPI (SE) Pb., Mohali have been received in the commission on 7.4.2014, vide letter endst. no. 705/1, dated 1.4.2014 by which the enquiry on the news item published  on 15.10.2013, regarding which the information have been sought by the appellant  vide his RTI application dated 25.10.2013 have been endorsed to Shri Didar Singh D.E.O. (EE), Gurdaspur. Shri Ashok Kumar further handed over to the commission a copy of the said communication dated 15.4.2014 addressed to the appellant by Assistant Director (School Admn.) o/o D.P.I. (SE) Punjab containing the action taken report, notings  and the copy of the enquiry report since  conducted by the DEO (EE) Gurdaspur . 

Now the complete information in this case, stands supplied, the case is disposedof/closed.

 Chandigarh.




(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.4.2014
                          State Information Commissioner. 
                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash,  

#5729/A, Sector 38 West,

Chandigarh-160014

Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

 Pb. School Education Board,

Sector 62,  Mohali. 

Respondent

  A C  1210 of 2014
Present:

 Shri Om Parkash, appellant  in person.

Shri Varinder Madaan, Supdt. RTI Legal Cell, Shri Kamal Dev   Puri, Asstt. Secretary cum APIO, Shri Harmesh Singh, Clerk, o/o P.S.E.B., Mohali.for the respondent PIO.


ORDER:


Shri Om Parkash , complainant vide an RTI application dated  5.11.13  addressed to  PIO o/o PSEB, Mohali   sought certain information in the enclosed format  no. 1, 2 and 3 regarding allotment of  books, job security, paper security and papers issued to the Presses for the printing of  books.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the appellant filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 5.12.13 and still for having no response he approached the Commission in second Appeal under the provisions of Section 19(3)  of the Act ibid  on 14.1.14, and accordingly a  notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 18.3.2014.

    During the hearing of this case on 18.03.2014 Shri Virender  Madaan, Supdt. appearing on behalf of  Mrs. Pavitterpal Kaur, PIO cum Jt. Secretary, PSEB, Punjab  stated that the requisite information has already been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 473/PSEB/2014 dated  11.3.14.    A perusal of the same revealed that the information had been denied to the appellant under provisions of  section 8(d)(1) being 3rd party information and relating to the trade secret.  However, the appellant stated that he has not demanded copy of the enquiry report and had asked for a  very simple information pertaining to the printing material during the duration of  Ex-Chairman and certain officials for which an enquiry on his complaint was being conducted at the Govt. level.  Further, a perusal of the enclosed format revealed that the demanded information did  not fall under the category of either 3rd party or related to trade secret. It was therefore observed that, in an era of transparency such information should be made available in public  domain.   


As such,  Ms. Pavitterpal Kaur, PIO cum Jt. Secretary,  PSEB,  Punjab was directed to provide to the appellant duly attested information in the formats  enclosed by  the appellant  within a period of 10 days from today free of cost under registered cover.  She was further directed to appear before the Commission with one spare set of  provided information for the perusal of the same by the Commission. The case was adjourned to  7.4.14  for further proceedings.

During the hearing of this case on 7.4.2014,  Ms. Pavitterpal Kaur, PIO cum Jt. Secretary,  PSEB,  Punjab stated that the demanded information was under the control of  Shri Harcharan Singh Chunny being   Dy. Director  Publication,  Punjab.  As such in view of statement made by PIO, Shri Harcharan Singh Chunny was also treated as deemed PIO under Section 4(5)(4)  of the RTI Act, 2005 as Shri Harcharan Singh Chunny was equally responsible for the supply of correct, complete and attested information to the appellant.

In view of the request made by Ms. Pavitterpal Kaur PIO cum Jt. Secretary,  PSEB,  Punjab, the case was adjourned ti o  16.4.14. It was also made clear that failing to provide the information  this time, would attract the penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) of the said Act against Respondent  PIO and deemed PIO and the case was adjourned to  16.4.14 for further hearing. 

During the hearing of this case, today, Shri Varinder Madaan, appearing for the respondent PIO  presented to the commission a copy of letter dated 15.4.2014, signed by the PIO  Ms. Pavittarpal Kaur, Joint Secretary Punjab School Education Board, Mohali, wherein it has been mentioned that the requisite information containing 686 pages have been delivered to the appellant  by hand.

However, after the perusal of the provided information, Shri Om Parkash, appellant, stated that this information is only for 3 years and so far no information has been provided  for the year 2011. As such last opportunity is  afforded to Mrs. Pavittarpal Kaur ,  PIO cum Joint Secretary, Punjab School Education Board, Punjab, to provide the remaining information to the appellant within the period of four days. On the next fixed date, she will also file a self attested affidavit certifying that  the complete information as demanded by the appellant have been supplied to appellant based on record and nothing has been concealed therefrom. Both PIO and Deemed PIO shall attend the commission on next fixed date.


To come up on 22.4.2014 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.04.2014


   
  State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:;

Ms. Pavitterpal Kaur, PIO 

cum Jt. Secretary,  PSEB,  Punjab, Mohali. 

Shri Harcharan Singh Chunny   

Dy. Director  Publication, PSEB  Punjab

Mohali. 

 For  necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.04.2014


   
  State Information Commissioner. 

             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Sunil Kumar s/o Sh. Prem Kumar,

# 341, Kazi Mori, Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur.                                                                  
  Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o S.C.E.R.T. Punjab,

Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali. 

                                                                                               Respondent

                                                          CC No. 617   of 2014

Present:  None for complainant.
                Ms. Madhu Sharma, Supdt. and Sh. Ashwani Kumar,  Sr. Asstt.


      for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri  Sunil Kumar, complainant vide an RTI application dated  24.10.13 addressed to PIO o/o SCERT,  Mohali  sought certain information  on 4 points pertaining to  Paper no. 2,  for Class VI to VIII  of PSTET  conducted in the Punjab State on June 9, 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 10.2.14.


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 the hearing of this case today, it is noted that the complete information as sought by the applicant-complainant have been supplied to him by the Superintendent  (Diet) o/o Director, SCERT, Punjab vide letter dated 6.3.14 and 25.3.14 under registered cover, a copy of which has also been received in the Commission on 26.3.14 for its perusal and record.

A perusal of the provided information reveals that the same is in accordance with the information sought by the complainant.   


As such, the case is disposed of and closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.4.2014


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

                      `      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurpreet Singh s/o

Sh. Gurnam Singh

# 3211, Sector 45-D,

Chandigarh.                                                                                      
  
Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent

                                                          CC No. 653    of 2014

Present:   Complainant in person.

      ASI  Jarnail Singh, for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Gurpreet Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated   7.1.14 addressed to  PIO  o/o SSP, Distt. Moga sought certain information on 27  points pertaining to the arrest of  Shri Gurpreet Singh, Gurnam Singh and  Balvir Kaur as per arrest warrant executed on  7.1.12.

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  13.2.14.


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 for today.


During the hearing of this case today, ASI Jarnail Singh handed over to the Commission a copy of letter dated  16.4.14 wherein  it has been mentioned that 27 points information sought by the appellant relates to  FIR NO. 179,  dated 30.12.11 u/s 498A, 406, 120B IPC, registered at  PS City  Moga  and after the completion of investigation in this case, the challan has been produced in the judicial court on 8.3.13.   Even the charges have been framed against the accused by  the judicial court and the case is under trial before CJM  Moga  where the next date of hearing is 17.4.14 and the entire demanded information by the applicant have been  enclosed with the challan at the time of  presenting it  before the court.    As such, if the appellant needs above information he can now have the same from the judicial court.   It has further been mentioned in the said letter that the appellant has also been intimated on 1.2.14 regarding the above facts.


In view of the submissions made by the SHO PS City Moga, since the complete file has been enclosed with the challan produced in the court in which the trial is already going on, the respondent PIO  o/o  SSP, Moga  is unable to provide  any more information, as demanded by the appellant vide RTI application dated  7.1.14,


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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.4.2014


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Tarsem Lal,

# 678, Ward No. 5,

Morinda, 

Distt. Roopnagar.                                                                    Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director,

Public Instructions, Punjab(S)

Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.                                                                                     
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  658 of 2014

Present: Complainant in person.

    Sh. Neelesh Sharma, Sr. Asstt. for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Tarsem Lal, complainant vide an RTI application dated   17.12.13 addressed to   DPI (SE), Punjab sought certain information pertaining to his promotion  for the post of Headmaster sent in February, 2000 while the promotion was not effected on the grounds of poor results of the students.

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 17.2.14.


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  Neelesh Sharma, Sr. Asstt. appearing for the respondent PIO o/o DPI (SE), Punjab stated that the requisite information was earlier also supplied to the complainant in CC no. 3585/13 decided by Shri Chander Parkash, SIC.  However, the complainant stated that no list of  Headmasters promoted in the month of  May/June, 2000 was supplied to him ever earlier.  At this, a copy of the demanded information i.e. list of  promoted  Headmasters was  given to the applicant by the respondent APIO in the Commission itself vide letter dated 16.4.14.  The applicant – complainant also expressed his full satisfaction with the now provided information in the Commission. 

As such, the case is disposed of and closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.4.2014


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harwinder Singh,

s/o Sh. Nazar Singh 

vi.. GobindgarhP.O. Jugiana,

Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                      
  Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director, Rural Development &

Panchayats, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.                                                                                       Respondent

                                                          CC No. 659   of 2014

Present:  Shri  Najar Singh   for complainant.
ORDER:


Shri Harwinder Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated   14.10.13 addressed to    PIO o/o Director Rural Dev. and Panchayat, Punjab                        sought  2 points  information pertaining to the action taken against Shri Jaswinder Singh, AE and BDPO, Ludhiana-1 on the basis of complaint dated  21.9.13. 

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 17.2.14.

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, it is noted that a communication vide letter dated 20.12.13 has been sent to the complainant wherein it has been mentioned that on the basis of complaint dated 21.9.13, the action against Shri Ranjit Singh, BDPO and Jaswinder Singh, AE,  Block  Ludhiana-1 is  under enquiry  and as and when the enquiry is made  and action is finalized, the complainant would be informed accordingly.  A copy of the said communication has also been received in the  Commission for its perusal and record.


It is observed that complete information as per record stands supplied.  However,  the authorized representative of  complainant stated that he may be afforded an opportunity of filing first appeal before the first Appellate Authroity cum  DDPO,  Ludhiana, as enquiry in complaint dated 2.9.13  is being done by DDPO,  Ludhiana.


It is further observed that complainant has approached the Commission in this case, under the provisions of  Section 18 of  the Act ibid.


At this juncture,attention of the complainant is 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.


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 within 30 days from the date of receipt of this order.   If, the complainant approaches the First Appellat Authority,  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  14.10.13 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied 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 of 

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.4.2014


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

                                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Rajiv Bharti s/o Sh. Jagdish Chander,

# 56-A, Gali No. 3, Radha Soami Colony,

Fazilka-152123.                                                                        
  
Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner, 

Ferozepur.                                                                                
    
Respondent

                                                          CC No. 660    of 2014

Present:  None for the parties.
ORDER:


Shri Rajiv Bharti, complainant vide an RTI application dated   2.1.14  addressed to  PIO  o/o DC, Ferozepur  (Sadar) sought  two points information  pertaining to Shri Ram Kumar, Patwari who has been promoted as Kanungo in April, 1997.

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  17.2.14.


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.

None is present  for  the parties today.   However,  Shri Nishan Singh, Sadar Kanungo  o/o  DC,  Ferozepur informed on phone that  the   information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated  28.3.14 under registered cover and remaining information has been handed over to the complainant on 6.4.14.

Since the information stands supplied to the complainant,  the case is disposed of and closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.4.2014


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Jasbir Kaur, s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

# 102/3, Morinda, Distt. Roopnagar.


                                                                                       Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General School Education

Punjab, Vidhya Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

Director General School Education

Punjab, Vidhya Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.                                                                        
Respondent   
                                     AC No. 951   of 2014

Present:  None for appellant.

     Shri Manoj Kumar, ASPD,  for respondent.
ORDER:



Ms. Jasbir Kaur,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 12.8.13 , addressed to PIO o/o DGSE, Punjab, SCO 130-131, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh sought certain information on   3 points. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 21.1013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 11.2.14  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 the hearing of this case,  it is noted that a communication vide letter dated  26.3.14 has been received in the Commission on 31.3.14 from the PIO cum  ASPD (HR)  O/O  Sarv Siksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab, Mohali  wherein it has been mentioned that the requisite information has been  supplied to the appellant on  6.11.13.   A communication dated 6.11.13 under the signatures of appellant has also been received in the Commission wherein she has stated that she has received the complete information to her satisfaction.


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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:16.4.2014



  State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan  Kumar, s/o Shri Tarsem Lal,

Adarsh Nagar,  Esxchange wali Gali,

V.P.O. Nihal Singh Wala,

Distt. Moga.
                                                             Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Secretary,

Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali.                                                                                       Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 973   of 2014

Present: None for appellant.

    Shri Virender Madaan, Supdt. for respondents.

ORDER:



Shri Krishan Kumar,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.8.13 , addressed to PIO,o/o  Secretary, PSEB, Mohali  sought two points  information pertaining to the notices issued to certain affiliated recognized schools regarding the bogus experience certificates.. 



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 nil  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   12.2.14 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, it is noted that the first appeal of the appellant has been decided by the Vice Chairman, PSEB on 13.11.13 wherein it has been mentioned that the requisite information has been supplied by the PIO (J) vide letter dated 24.9.13.  It is further noted that two communications, one dated 28.3.14 and another Email dated 17.2.14 have been received in the Commission, wherein the appellant has mentioned that he is in  receipt of complete information, and has also requested for closure of  his  appeal.

As such, since complete information in this case stands supplied to the satisfaction of the appellant, the case is disposed of.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:16.4.2014



State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdev Lal  s/o Sh. Joginder Lal,

Vill Hussain Pur, Tehsil Nakodar,

P.O. Malri, Distt. Jalandhar.                                               Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Nakodar, Distt. Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority, 

District Development & Panchayats Officer,

Jalandhar.                                                                              Respondent    
                                                      AC No. 952   of 2014

Present:  None for the appellant.

     Ms. Sukhbir Kaur, BDPO,  Nakodar and Sh. Gurmukh  Singh.

                Panchayat Secretary,  for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Gurdev Lal Appellant vide an RTI application dated 18.10.13 , addressed to PIO cum BDPO, Nakodar  sought certain information on  4  points pertaining to the receipt and expenditure incurred on various works of village Hussainpur, Block  Nakodar during the period of ex-Sarpanch for the year  2008 to 2013.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 27.12.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  11.2.14 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,  Ms. Sukhbir Kaur, BDPO,  Nakodar stated that the requisite information has been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 133, dated  27.3.14 and letter no. 4-6, dated  7.4.14 under registered cover.


It is noted that the complete information as per RTI Application dated  18.10.13 filed by the appellant stands supplied to him.


As such, the case is disposed of  and closed. 
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:16.4.2014



 State Information Commissioner. 
