STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Lekh Raj,

H.No. 40-A, Type II, 

PGI Campus, Sector 12,  

Chandigarh.                                   




Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats officer,

Talwara, Distt. Hoshiarpur-144216.                                                    Respondent
         Complaint Case No.300 of 2014

Present:
Shri Lekh Raj Complainant in person.


None for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:


Shri Lekh Rah, complainant vide an RTI application dated  25.4.2013, addressed to the Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, sought 4 points information pertaining to the land measuring 100 sq.yd  in Khasra No. 736M(old)/ Khasra No. 789 (new).
which was allotted to Shri Bishan Dass vide letter no. 65-786 dated 30.1.1974 by the Deputy Commissioner Hoshiarpur on the basis of resolution passed by the Gram Panchayat of Village Kartolhi (V.P.O. Ramgarh Sikri) 

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   13.1.2014.

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 RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, it is observed that the PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur vide letter no. 167/A, dated 5.5.2013, transferred this RTI application to the Distt Development & Panchayats Officer, Hoshiarpur, for providing the information directly to the complainant, the copy of which was also endorsed to the complainant. The Distt Development & Panchayats Officer, Hoshiarpur further transferred the RTI application of the complainant vide letter No.1805, dated 10.5.2013 to the Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Talwara under the provisions of section 6(3), of the act ibid for providing information to the complainant and copy was also endorsed to  complainant for seeking the information directly from the BDPO, Talwara.

It is further observed that neither any information have been provided to the complainant nor any one appeared before the commission on behalf of respondent PIO cum BDPO Talwara.


It is also noted that RTI application for seeking the information was filed on 25.4.2013, which was duly transferred to the BDPO  Talwara. Vide letter No. 1804/DAC-1Br.dated 10.5.2013 and reminder was also issued to the BDPO Talwara   vide letter 3313/DAC.1 dated 30.8.2013 by the DDPO Hoshiarpur for providing the information to the complainant within one week. However, BDPO Talwara didn’t care a least for providing information in this case.
As such this lackadaisical attitude  on the part of the PIO cum BDPOs Talwara is viewed seriously being against  the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.  Therefore, the commission in exercise of its power under the provisions of section 20(1) of the act ibid issues a show cause notice to Shri Yudhvir Singh  earlier BDPO, Talwara  and Ms. Rajinder  Kaur, present PIO cum BDPO Talwara, distt. Hoshiarpur , to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavits as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on them for not providing any information to the complainant as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act,2005.

         In addition to the written reply to be given in the shape of an affidavit, Shri Yudhvir Singh  earlier BDPO, Talwara  and Ms. Rajinjder Kaur, present PIO cum BDPO Talwara, distt. Hoshiarpur, are also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he had nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 

        Shri Yudhvir Singh  earlier BDPO, Talwara  and Ms. Rajinder Kaur, present PIO cum BDPO Talwara, distt. Hoshiarpur are further directed to ensure their personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the meantime, Shri Yudhvir Singh  earlier BDPO, Talwara now BDPO Bamial, Distt. Pathankot and Ms. Ranjit Kaur, present PIO cum BDPO Talwara, distt. Hoshiarpur are directed to provide the applicant point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 25.4.2013 and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed along with a copy of the information so provided.


Adjourned to  7.4.2014 at 11.00 A.M.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.03.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to :

1. Shri Yudhvir Singh                                    (Registered)

Block Development &

Panchayats Officer,Bamial, Distt. Pathankot 

2. Ms. Ranjit Kaur, PIO cum                          (Registered)

Block Development & 

Pancha7yats Officer,

Talwara, Distt. Hoshiarpur.

For strict compliance. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.03.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Shri  Parmjit Singh,  

s/o shri Chatar Singh

H.No. B-XI/660, Street No. 6, 

Bharat Nagar, K.C. Road,

 Barnala.                                  




     Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General ,

School Education, Punjab,

Sector 62,  Mohali -160062                                                             Respondent

Complaint Case No. 333  of 2014

Present:

Shri Paramjit Singh, complainant, in person.

Shri Sunil Dutt, Supdt. o/o DGSE , Pb. Mohali
ORDER:


Er. Paramjit Singh Sidhu,  complainant vide an RTI application dated 4.12.2013  addressed to  PIO o/o Director General School Education, Phase-8, Mohali, sought 2 points information/action taken report on the  complaint made by the applicant-complainant against Smt. Ramlesh Rani, Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School Rurhke Kalan, Barnala regarding the  misbehavour with his wife Mrs. Hardeep Kaur.

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 20.1.2014.

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 RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case, it is noted that a  copy of communication vide letter no. 002590-93 dated 3.3.2014 from  Deputy Director (Enforcement  Cell ), addressed to the complainant Er. Paramjit Singh Sidhu, has also been received in the commission, mentioning in it that the said enquiry was entrusted to Shri Amarjit Singh, Principal Sr. Sec. School Thuliwal, Distt. Barnala, however, due to sudden demise of his son he has now expressed his inability to conduct the same. Therefore this enquiry has 
been entrusted to Circle Education Officer, Nabha,   for report. It  has further been mentioned that as and when the enquiry is completed and report is sent ,the complainant will be intimated accordingly. 

It is observed that the information   as per the office record stands supplied to the   complainant under registered cover. Therefore no cause of action survives further. As such the case is disposed of/closed.  











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.03.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarsem Jindal Neeli Chhattriwala, 

s/o Shri Kastoor Chand, 

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave, 

Barnala.                                           




Complainant
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Commissioner,

Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur.                                                        Respondent  
Complaint Case No355 of 2014
Present:
None for the applicant -complainant.


Smt. Prem Kumari, Sr. Asstt. And Shri Kuldeep Kumar, Clerk,o/o 



Commissioner, Ferozepur Div. Ferozepur  for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:

Shri Tarsem Jindal  complainant vide an RTI application dated  16.12.2013  addressed to  PIO o/o Divisional Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur, sought report  pertaining to the random checking of Tehsils/sub-Tehsils  conducted in the districts regarding evasion of stamp duty/registration fee and the responsibility of the delinquent officials fixed if any,  in view of the Punjab Govt. letter Memo no. 16/9/12-S.T-2/11602-11629 dated 14.9.2012.

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 on22.1.2014.

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 RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case it is observed that a communication vide letter no. 4.3.2014 have been received in the commission under the signatures of complainant wherein it has been mentioned that  he has been supplied 98 % incomplete information by the PIO o/o Commissioner, Ferozepur , Division, Ferozepur, while the PIO cum Superintendent o/o Divisional Commissioner, Ferozepur has sent in writing that he  has already sent the requisite information to the complainant vide memo no. G-1/2014/1010 dated 6.3.2014, under registered cover. 
Since provided information is stated to deficient and incomplete by applicant, Shri Paramjit Singh PIO cum Supdt. Grade-1 o/o Commissioner, Ferozepur Division Ferozepur is directed to appear before the commission, with a copy of action taken report and records . He is further directed to file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate / Notary Public certifying therein that  the complete/correct and duly attested  information to the complainant pertaining to the entire district as sought by him vide filing the RTI application dated 16.12.2013, per records have been further supplied to the complainant and  nothing has been concealed thereon.
The case is adjourned to 3.4.2014 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.03.2014


   
         State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

1. Shri Paramjit Singh PIO cum                             (Registered)
           Supdt. Grade-1 o/o Divisional Commissioner, 

           Ferozepur Division,  Ferozepur.

-for compliance. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.03.2014


   
          State Information Commissioner 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Swinder Singh, 

s/o shri Shangara singh,

Vill. Kala Nangal P.O. Bhuular,

Tehsil Batala,   Distt. Gurdaspur.                            

          Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director of Public Instructions,

(S.E), Punjab, PSEB Building,

Sector 62, Mohali.                                                                                  Respondent

Complaint Case No. 366 of 2014
Present:
None for the complainant.


Shri Sandeep Kumar Clerk, o/o DPI (S) Mohali for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:


Shri Swinder Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 28.11.2013  addressed to  PIO o/o DPI (SE), Pb. Mohali  ,sought action taken report  pertaining to the Civil Writ Petition No. 12731 of 2013 Sawinder Singh v/s Punjab Govt. , wherein directions were given to decide the matter within  5 months.

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 22.1.2014.

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 RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case, Shri Sandeep Kumar appearing on behalf of Shri Shiv Pal Assistant Director, School Admn.-I stated that the requisite information have been sent to the complainant  vide letter dated   21.2.2014, under registered cover. He also handed over one copy of the provided information to the commission for its perusal and record.  
It is further noted that the complainant has approached the commission in a complaint case,  under the provisions of section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. However the Since the complainant, is also not present, his attestation is required to be invited to Hon’ble Supreme court of India’s in its judgment dated on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 [arising out of SLP (C) No. 32768-32769/2010] where in Para 31  of it, it has been observed that:-

“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.”

 As such  the Commission has no jurisdiction to direct the respondent PIO to provide further access of information in a complaint  case,  to the applicant-complainant.


Therefore, 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  cum BDPO,  SBS Nagar.  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   28.11.13 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.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.03.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Gundeep Kaur,

c/o Sukhdev Singh Gill,

H.No. 67, Green Avenue, 

Chahal Road, Faridkot.                                                              
    
  Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director of Public Instructions,

       (S.E), Punjab, PSEB Building,

Sector 62, Mohali.

First appellate Authority,
o/o The Director of Public Instructions,

      (S.E), Punjab, PSEB Building,

Sector 62, Mohali.                                                                         
        Respondent

                                                          AC No. 437    of 2014

Present:

Shri Gurmit Singh Saini Advocate counsel for the appellant.




Ms. Rupali Tanwar, Sr. Asstt.  For the respondent PIO.


ORDER:



Ms. Gundeep Kaur, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 6.7.2013, addressed to PIO o/o DPI (SE), Pb. Mohali   sought photocopy of  Ex-serviceman certificate of Ravneet Kaur d/o Gursher Singh who was appointed as Lecturer against 513 posts of lecturers in ex-seviceman category. 


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 20.1.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case, Ms. Rupali Tanwar, Sr. Asstt., appearing on behalf of Shri Ramesh Kumar Aggarwal, PIO cum Deputy Director, stated that the copy of the Ex-serviceman category certificate of Ms. Ravneet Kaur could not be supplied to the complainant as she has given in writing vide letter dated 2.9.13 that her information may not be supplied being personal in nature and same is covered under the provisions of section 6(1) (J) of the RTI Act, 2005. She further stated that the applicant was  informed   accordingly vide letter No. 6/178-2013 W Br(8)/751 dated 8.10.2013.
After hearing respondent, the Commission is of the view that the copy of the Ex-serviceman Certificate of Ms. Ravneet Kaur d/o Shri  Gursher Singh , deserves to be given to the applicant-complainant in public interest as this kind of information requires to be in public domain in an era where transparency is the main issue in the public functioning. Moreover,  Ms. Ravneet Kaur  has sought an appointment as Lecturer mainly on the grounds of  her being the ward of ex-serviceman 
At this  Ms. Rupali Tanwar,  handed over the uncertified copy of the ex-servieman certificate of Ms. Ravneet Kaur, to Shri Gurmit Singh Saini, Advocate appearing on behalf of Shri Gundeep Kaur, appellant, in the commission itself. She further assured that the certified copies of this certificate would be sent to the applicant-appellant on the given address, under registered cover  before two days.
With these observations the case is disposed of /closed.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.3.2014



         State Information Commissioner. 

                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Jaspal Singh Barkatpur,

s/o Shri Piara Singh,

Chamber No. 324, 2nd Floor,

Yadwindera Complex, Distt. Courts,

Patiala.,                                                




Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o   Block Primary Education Officer, 

Patiala-I

 Public Information Officer                                                                                                                

 Distt. Project Director,

Sarv Siksha Abhyan,

Patiala.                                                                                                        Respondent

Complaint Case No. 380 of 2014

Present:
None for the complaint.
Shri Malkeet Singh PIO cum  B.P.E.O. (HQ) Distt. Project Director Sarv Siksha Abhyan Patiala   Shri Jasbir singh Logal Advisor,o/o Sarv Siksha Abhyan .
ORDER:


Shri Jaspal Singh Barkatpur, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  3.10.2013  , addressed to PIO,  o/o Distt. Project Director, Sarv Siksha Abhyan, Patiala, sought certain information on 5 points pertaining to the Sikhya Karmi (service Provider) posted in the Elementary Schools instead of BRPS  during the year 2005-06. 


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  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


On the perusal of the file revealed that the district Project  director Sarv Siksha Abhyan, Patiala  transferred the said RTI application of the complainant to the all Block Primary Education Officers in the Distt. Patiala  vide letter no. Spl(oo3)/SSA/RTI/2013,  dated 21.10.2013 under the provisions of section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for providing the information to the complainant directly, a copy of the same was also endorsed to the applicant – complainant for seeking the information directly from the concerned BPEO of Patiala district. 

During the hearing of this case, today, Shri Malkeet Singh stated that now the complete information of the entire district of Patiala has been sent to the complainant by registered post on 6.3.2014, a copy of the provided information has also been delivered to the commission for its perusal and record. 


Since the information stands provided the case is disposed of /closed.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.3.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Malkiat Singh s/o 

Late Shri Gurdev Singh Sandhu,

Vill. Halluwal, P.O. Jhanjuwal,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.


                                                                                                      Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S)

Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority, 

Circle Education Officer,

Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar.

                                                                                                          Respondent    
                                                      AC No. 441  of 2014

Present: Appellant in person.

               Shri Narinder  Singh, Jr. Asstt. for respondents.

ORDER:


Shri Malkiat Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 26.10.12, addressed to PIO cum DEO (SE) Hoshiarpur  sought the action taken report pertaining to the enquiry conducted by the Circle Education Officer as per directions of the Director General School Education, Punjab in Nov./December, 2009 in which he was also summoned to tender statement alongwith Shri Narinder Singh. 


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 15.7.13  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 20.1.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Narinder Singh, Jr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of PIO cum DEO (SE),  supplies to the Commission a copy of letter dated 18.11.13  wherein it has been mentioned that the information demanded by him is not available in the office record.   However, the appellant stated before the Commission that he has confirmed information that the copy of the action taken report  was received in the office of  DEO (SE) but the same has not been supplied to him despite his demand through an RTI Application.


Therefore, Shri Darshan Singh, PIO cum Dy. DEO (SE) is directed to supply to the appellant attested copy of the action taken report as demanded by the appellant within a period of 4 days from today free of cost under registered cover.  He is  further directed to appear before the Commission with one set of attested copy of the action taken report supplied to the appellant.


Adjourned to  7.4.14 at 11.00 A.M..











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.3.2014



    State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-


Shri Darshan Singh

PIO cum Dy. Distt. Education Officer (SE)

Hoshiarpur.                                                 (REGISTERED)

for necessary compliance.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.3.2014



            State Information Commissioner. 

                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ram  Shaminder Singh,

s/o S.Karnail Singh ` s/o Lal singh,

# 2/207, Gali No. 05

     Sarabha Nagar, Ward No. 03,

    Malout, Distt. Sr. Mukatsar Sahib.     



                   Appellant
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Sri Mukatsar Sahib.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.                                                                                

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 459 of 2014

Present:  Shri Karnail Singh father of  appellant.

                Shri Kanwaljit Singh,  Patwari.

ORDER:



Shri Ram Shaminder Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated  21.8.13 , addressed to the D.C.  Shri Mukatsar Sahib   sought certain information on 6  points. 


During the hearing of this case today, it is noted that the said RTI Application was further transferred  by   the PIO cum Addl. DC to PIO cum Tehsildar, Sri  Mukatsar Sahib vide letter dated  30.8.13 and PIO cum Tehsildar  Sri Mukatsar Sahib further transferred the said RTI  Application to Naib Tehsildar,  Sri  Kukatsar Sahib vide letter dated  25.9.13 for supplying the information directly to the appellant.   


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 4.10.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 22.1.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today,  Shri Kanwaljit Singh,  Patwari appearing on behalf of  Shri Narinder Kumar, PIO cum Naib Tehsildar  has handed over a set of  documents to the appellant containing the information.  However, the appellant after perusal of the same expressed his dis-satisfaction  with the same.   He further stated that the provided information  is not point wise at all.  Hence no inference can be made out.  He said  same is incomplete and misleading.   As such, Shri Narinder Kumar, Naib Tehsildar, Sri Mukatsar Sahib is afforded  one last opportunity to provide to the appellant point wise correct duly attested information supported by the documents, free of cost within a period of  4 days from today under registered cover.  


He is further directed to appear personally before the Commission on the next date of hearing with one spare set of provided information for the perusal of the same by the Commission.


It is further made clear that his failing to supply to the appellant the correct and complete attested information this time also could attract the provisions of Section  20(1)  of the Act ibid, without affording any further opportunity.


Adjourned to  7.4.2014 at 11.00 A.M..










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.3.2014



State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

Shri Narinder Kumar

Naib Tehsildar

Sri  Mukatsar Sahib

Office of  Tehsildar

Sri  Mukatsar Sahib..                            (REGISTERED)
for necessary compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.3.2014



State Information Commissioner. 

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,
16- Shiv Nagar, Batala,

Amritsar-143001                                                                                             

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.                                                                                                    

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 2700 of 2013

Present:   

None for the appellant.

ORDER:


The  facts of the case are that Shri  Parbodh Chander Bali filed RTI Application  dated 4.8.12  addressed to the PIO o/o Commissioner, M.C. Ludhiana seeking information on 11 points pertaining to the directions  given in the judgment delivered on 2.8.2005 by the Hon’bel Supreme Court of India in CWP no. 496 and 570 of  2002 in the matter of  Salem Advocate Bar Association, Tamil Nadu Vs. UOI.   Since no information was provided to the complainant, the  Commission in exercise of powers under the provisions of Section  20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 imposed a penalty  to the tune of  Rs. 5000/- (Rs. Five thousand only) on   Shri Raj Kumar, MTP, MC, Ludhiana  and relegated  the matter to the First Appellate Authority  cum Commissioner, MC,  Ludhiana on 9.5.13 for deciding the First Appeal of the appellant as per provisions contained in the RTI Acf.  Accordingly, in compliance with the directions given by the  Commission, FAA cum Commissioner, MC,  Ludhiana passed a detailed speaking order dated 19.11.13 and subsequently, Shri Bali approached the Commission in 2nd appeal under provisions of  Section 19(3) of the Act ibid on 10.12.13 against the order dated 19.11.13 passed by the Commissioner cum FAA, M.C. Ludhiana and accordingly a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


It is noted that the none has appeared on behalf of the appellant.  Now a communication  dated 19.3.14 has been received in the Commission from Shri Bali, Appellant wherein it has been mentioned that the respondent PIO cum ATP  has not supplied him the complete information on point no. 11  about  compounding fee collected to the tune  of Rs. 16,56,995/-,  in challan no. 2918.     As such, PIO cum ATP , MC ,  Ludhiana is directed to supply the correct complete and duly attested information within 4 days from today under registered cover.  


He is further directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of  hearing  with one spare set of  supplied information. It is further made clear that this time also his failing to supply to the appellant the correct and complete attested information could attract the provisions of Section  20(1)  of the Act ibid without affording any further opportunity.


Adjoured to  7.4.14 at  11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.3.2014


       State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

Shri Rajinder Sharma,  PIO cum ATP, 

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.               (REGISTERED)

for necessary compliance.  










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.3.2014


             State Information Commissioner. 

                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

                        

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri   Subhash Chander s/o Shri Kundan Lal,       
                                                                                        r/o Street No. 5, Thakar Abadi, 

Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.                                            
            Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

      Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A,

      Chandigarh                                                                       Respondent

                                                          CC No.  111   of 2014

   Present:

Shri Subhash Chander,  complainant in person.

Shri Jagjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. for  PIO cum Supdt, Health 6 Br.  and Shri Ajay Singla,  PIO cum State Drugs Controller, Punjab, o/o DHS Pb Chd.

ORDER:


Shri  Subhash Chander , complainant vide an RTI application dated  1.6.2013   addressed to PIO o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh, sought  3 points information  for the period from 9.1.2013 to date  pertaining to the show cause notice  issued  to  Shri Ajay Singla Drugs Controller Punjab.


The said RTI application was transferred by the PIO cum Superintendent  Health 6 Branch o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh to the Director Health & Family Welfare Punjab vide letter  No. 67751/1 dated 27.6.2013, under the provision of section 6 (3) of RTI Act, 2005 for supplying the information directly to the complainant and copy of said letter was endorsed to complainant.


However, failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, applicant  filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 24.12.2013.


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 RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During hearing  on 21.1.2014, Shri Dharam Chand Sr. Asstt. appearing for the respondent PIO state that the information on point No. 3 have been sent to the applicant vide letter No. 13257 dated 10.7.2013. He further stated that information on point No. 1 and 2 have to be supplied by the PIO o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare Punjab, to whom this office has informed vide endorsement No. 13257-59 dated 10.7.2013.


It was noted  that neither the information on point No. 1 and 2 had been provided by the PIO o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab nor any one was present on their behalf. 

Thus It was observed that completely a lackadaisical  approach had been adopted by the PIO cum Superintendent Health -6 Branch o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare in  providing the information to the complainant, which was against the spirit of RTI Act, 2005. 

As such a show cause notice was issued to Mrs. Manjit Kaur, PIO cum Superintendent Health - 6 Branch, o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab to explain in writing as to why the provisions of section 20 (1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against her for willful delaying and denying the information on Point no. 1 and 2 of the RTI application dated 1.6.2013 filed by complainant.  

In addition to the written reply, Ms. Manit Kaur, PIO cum Superintendent Health 6 Branch o/o  Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab was also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  She might take note that in case she did not file her written reply and did not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that she had nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex parte. 

Ms. Manjit Kaur, PIO cum Superintendent Health 6 Branch, o/o  Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab was further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

Mrs. Manjit Kaur PIO cum Superintendent Health 6 Branch, o/o  Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, was  further directed to be personally present on the next fixed date alongwith written submissions, action taken report,  complete records pertaining to the RTI information sought by the complainant Shri Subhash Chander. 

Shri Ajay Singla, PIO cum State Drugs Controller,   o/o Director Health Services, Punjab, Chandigarh  was also directed  to be present on the next date of hearing alongwith written submissions action taken report pertaining to the information on point No. 3  of the RTI application of the complainant. 

During the hearing of this case on 7.2.14,  it was noted that information on point no. 1&2 had to be provided by Mrs. Manjit Kaur, PIO cum Supdt. Health 6 Br. o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab and she had wrongly transferred the RTI application of the applicant-complainant to the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, under the provisions of section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide letter No. 67751/1, dated 27.6.2013,for providing information. 

Similarly, it was noted that information on point no.  3 had to be provided by Shri Ajay Singla, State Drugs Controller, Punjab o/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab. It was noted that information on point no. 1 has now been provided by Ms. Manjit Kaur, PIO cum supdt. Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab to the applicant-complainant today in the Commission itself. 

Whereas the information provided on point no. 2 was irrelevant and incorrect. It was further noted that the respondent PIO cum Supdt., Health 6 Branch, had failed to provide correct and complete information till that date i.e. 7.2.2014 on point no. 2 though the RTI application was filed by the complainant on 1.6.2013.

It was further noted that information on point no. 1 have been provided by PIO cum Supdt. Health 6 Branch after seven months while information on Point no. 2 have not been provided correctly.

 Therefore, the Commission in exercise of its powers conferred  on it under  the provisions of Section 20(1)  of  RTI Act, 2005 imposed a penalty  of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees five thousand only)  upon  Ms. Manjit Kaur PIO cum Supdt. Health 6 Branch, o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, for causing inordinate delay without any reasonable cause in providing information to the complainant. This amount of Rs.5,000/- (Rupees five thousand only) was to be recovered by the DDO –cum- Under Secretary Accounts, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh from the salary of Ms. Manjit Kaur PIO cum Supdt. Health 6 Branch, o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab and to be deposited in state Treasury under the relevant head within 4 weeks time. 

Under Secretary Accounts, Punjab Civil Secretariat,was directed to be  be personally present before the Commission with attested copy of  challan receipt on the next date of  hearing.

Similarly, it was also noted that the information on point no. 3 have been provided to the complainant by PIO cum State Drugs Controller, Pb today, in the Commission.  On the perusal of which it was found that the information was incorrect, incomplete and irrelevant. Thus a lackadaisical  approach was also noticed to have been adopted by Shri Ajay Singla,  PIO cum State Drugs Controller, Punjab, o/o Director Health & Family Welfare in  providing the information to the complainant, on point no. 3, which is against the very spirit of RTI Act, 2005. Since delay of over seven months had been caused by Shri Ajay Singla, State Drugs Controller, Pb. without any reasonable cause in providing information on point No. 3. 

As such a show cause notice was issued to Shri Ajay Singla,  PIO cum Assistant  Drugs Controller, Punjab  o/o Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab to explain in writing as to why the provisions of section 20 (1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willful delaying and denying the information on Point no. 3 of the RTI application dated 1.6.2013 filed by complainant.  

In addition to the written reply, Shri Ajay Singla,  PIO cum Assistant  Drugs Controller, Punjab o/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab was also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he did  not file his written reply and did not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 

Shri Ajay Singla,  PIO cum Assistant  Drugs Controller, Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab was further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

Shri Ajay Singla,  PIO cum Assistant  Drugs Controller, o/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, was further directed to be personally present on the next fixed date alongwith written submissions, action taken report,  complete records pertaining to the RTI information sought by the complainant on point no. 3 and the case was adjourned to today for hearing.

During the hearing of this case on 7.2.14,  it was noted that the information on Point no. 2  has been sent to the appellant by  Ms. Manjit Kaur, Supdt. vide letter dated 21.2.14 while the information on Point no. 1 was provided to the complainant earlier.  It was also noted that the Under Secretary (Accounts), Punjab Civil Secretariat had not appeared before the Commission today nor he submitted the attested copies of the challan receipts concerning the deposit of  penalty amount of  Rs. 5000/- (Rs. Five thousand only) imposed on  Ms. Manjit Kaur PIO cum Supdt. Health 6 Branch, o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab vide Commission’s order dated  7.2.14.   It was also observed that information on Point no. 3 which was to be provided by  Shri Ajay Singla,  PIO cum Assistant  Drugs Controller, Punjab was far from being provided till date.  As such, he was afforded one last opportunity (i) to ensure that correct and complete information under his signatures is provided to the appellant within a period of 3 days from today under registered cover. (ii) He was directed to appear before the Commission on next fixed date with one spare set of  provided information on point no. 3  and the decision on show cause notice issued to him vide Commission’s order dated 7.2.14 would be taken after affording opportunity of hearing.   (iii) Similarly, Under Secretary (Accounts), Punjab Civil Secretariat was directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of  hearing with attested copies of the challan receipts  as a proof supported by forwarding  letter in respect of  penalty amount deducted from the salary of  Ms.  Manjit Kaur PIO cum Supdt. Health 6 Branch, o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Further,  since  Shri Ajay Singla,  PIO cum Assistant  Drugs Controller, Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab had failed to provide information on  Point no. 3 to the appellant in respect of  his RTI Application dated 1.6.13.  As such  the  Commission in exercise of power conferred on it under the provisions of  Section 19(8(b) awarded a compensation of Rs. 5000/- (Rs. Five thousand only) to the Complainant to be paid by the Public Authority in  the shape of  Bank Draft.    Shri Ajay Singla,  PIO cum Assistant  Drugs Controller,  Punjab, was directed to  present a copy of  Bank Draft with supporting letter about the compensation having been paid to the complainant by public authority and the case was adjourned to  today.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Jagjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of  Under Secretary (Accounts), Punjab Civil Secretariat delivers to the Commission a copy of letter dated  14.3.14 alongwith a copy of Treasury Challan  receipt dated 13.3.14 concerning the deposited  penalty amount of  Rs. 5000/- imposed on Ms. Manjit Kaur PIO cum Supdt. Health 6 Branch, o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab  vide Commission’s order dated  7.2.14 after deducting the same from her salary.  Similarly, Shri Ajay Singla,  PIO cum Assistant  Drugs Controller, Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab  has handed over to the Commission photo copy of Bank Draft no. 304631 dated  13.3.14  vide which compensation amount of Rs. 5000/- imposed vide Commission’s order  dated 5.3.14 have been paid to the complainant.  He also stated that the requisite information has also been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated  13.3.14 under registered cover.  He also supplies to the Commission a copy of letter dated 13.3.14 containing  the information for its perusal and record.   


Now, since the complete information stands supplied in this case and the penalty and compensation amount stand deposited/paid, the case is disposed of and closed.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh.



                                (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.3.2014

   
         State Information Commissioner. 

                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mehta Singh s/o Shri Chand Singh

Vpo Vannwala Anu,

Tehsil Malout,

Distt.Sri Mukatsar Sahib.
                                                                  

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Lambi, 

Distt.Sri Mukatsar Sahib.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/O Deputy Commissioner,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.                                                                                    

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  274  of 2014

Present:

Shri Mehta Singh, appellant in person.




Shri Ranjit  Singh, BDPO,  Lambi,  and 



          Shri Gurlal Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat 




Vanwala for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Mehta Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 26.7.2014, addressed to PIO cum Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Lambi, Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib, sought certain information pertaining to the grant receipt and expenditure incurred by the Gram Panchayats vill Vannwala Annu for  the period from  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   cum Deputy Commissioner Sri Mukatsar Sahib on 19.10.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. The PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner wrote back to the appellant vide letter no. 19 dated 10.2.2014 that he should seek the requisite information from the BDPO Lambi and failing to get the same may file fist appeal with the First Appellate Authority cum. District Development and Panchayat Officer, Sri Mukatsar Sahib.

The appellant for having no response from the BDPO Lambi approached the Commission in second appeal on 8.1.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 on 8.1.2014 and accordingly notice of hearing was issued to the parties.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Ranjit Singh, BDPO,  Lambi  and Shri Gurlal Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Vanwala  handed over a set of documents running into 1750 pages containing the information.    After the perusal of provided information, the appellant expressed his satisfaction with the same.

Now, since the complete information stands supplied to the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.3.2014



 State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh S/o

Shri Gurtej Singh, President

Unemployed PTI Union 849,

 Vill:Chouke, Tehsil: Phool,

District: Bathinda.        




                               Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(SE) S.B.S.Nagar. 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(SE) S.B.S.Nagar





                             Respondent

Appeal Case No. 170 of 2014

Present:
Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, Advocate counsel for the appellant Shri Manjit Singh.


Shri Kulwant Singh,  District Education Officer, (SE) S.B.S.Nagar  and 

Shri  Kartar Singh PIO cum Dy. DEO SBS Nagar, for the respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.8.2013, addressed to PIO, o/o District Education Officer(S.E) SBS Nagar,  sought certain information on 6  points pertaining to 849 posts of  P.T.I. teachers  for the year 2012-13 and certain other information pertaining to the PTI Teachers posted in the district. 
     
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 i.e. D.E.O. SBS Nagar, on  19.10.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 2.1.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the act ibid, and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.2.2014

           On the last date of hearing i.e. on 25.2.2014, a perusal of the file revealed that certain information had been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 7205-06, dated 21.2.14 under registered post. Shri Bhupinder Singh, appearing on behalf of  Shri Kulwant Singh, PIO cum Dy. DEO had stated that the complete information running in 31 pages had been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 7205-06, dated 21.2.14 excepting the copies of the testimonials of the selected PTIs .  The appellant has also been supplied list of the schools where the selected PTIs have now been posted and since the Principals/Headmasters of the concerned schools had been appointed as PIOs, the appellant had been informed to seek this information from the respective schools.  He further stated that 95% of the schools had already supplied the testimonials of selected candidates to the appellant directly  and similarly the remaining information could also be had by the appellant from the remaining schools.   
Shri Manjit Singh, appellant stated  that for him it was practically not possible to collect information i.e. copies of the testimonials  from the respective schools as most of the schools denying of their having the same in their possession.  As such, it becomes obligatory on the part of the DEO (SE) to ensure providing of this information to the appellant.  The appellant further stated that  there was public interest involved in seeking this information as the selection of PTIs was conducted in an irregular manner.      

      Shri Kulwant Singh, PIO cum Dy. DEO  (SE)  SBS  Nagar  was therefore directed to ensure providing of point-wise correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant free of cost under  registered cover within a period of  7 days.  He was further directed to be present  on the next fixed date with one spare set of provided information for the perusal of the same by the Commission and the case was  adjourned to 6.3.2014 for further proceedings.


         On the last date of  hearing on 6.3.2014, Shri Kulwant Singh, stated that  Shri Kartar Singh, PIO cum Deputy Distt. Education Officer, S.B.S.Nagar had informed him that he had already provided the desired information to the appellant.  He further stated that he was presently posted as Distt. Education Officer, S.B.S.Nagar and his name had wrongly been mentioned as PIO in the order dated 25.2.2014, while the PIO was Shri Kartar Singh in the capacity of Deputy Distt. Education Officer, S.B.S.Nagar. 


On the contrary, Shri Pawan Kumar Garg, Advocate appearing for the appellant Shri Manjit Singh stated that though he had received the information on other points but 

(i) Photocopies of C-Dac on line format (ii) the photocopies of the detailed marks certificates of 10+2  (iii) Photocopies of the certificates of the professional degree such as C.P.Ed./ D.P.Ed/D.P.E/B.P.E./M.P.Ed., passed by PTI candidates, selected and posted    in the district of S.B.S.Nagar had not been received so far.


The perusal of the case file also revealed that the information on remaining points as stated by the counsel for the appellant Shri Manjit Singh, had been supplied vide letter No. 38641, dated 10.10.2013 except  in above mentioned points.

        Shri Kartar Singh, PIO cum Deputy Distt. Education Officer, (SE) S.B.S.Nagar, was  directed to supply the remaining information  pertaining to the selected and posted PTI candidates to the appellant, free of cost under registered cover within a period of 15 days. He was further directed to appear before the Commission with one spare set of provided information. 

Shri Kulwant Singh D.E.O. (SE), SBS Nagar, would also ensure that the relevant information was provided to the appellant by Dy. DEO, SBS Nagar. He was further directed to attend the Commission   on the next fixed date  along with complete records and the case was adjourned to  19.3.2014 for further hearing.
During the hearing of this case, Shri Kartar Singh, PIO cum Dy. D.E.O. (SE) SBS Nagar, Nawanshahr, stated that the remaining information such as the (i) Photocopies of C-Dac on line format (ii) the photocopies of the detailed marks certificates of 10+2  (iii) Photocopies of the certificates of the professional degree such as C.P.Ed./ D.P.Ed/D.P.E/B.P.E./M.P.Ed., passed by PTI candidates, selected against 849 posts and posted    in the district of S.B.S.Nagar during the year 2012-13 has been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 9147-48, dated 18.3.2014 under registered cover. He further delivered one set of remaining information to the appellant.

Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, Advocate appearing on behalf of appellant, expressed his full satisfaction with the provided information. Now the complete information stands provided, the case is accordingly disposed of and closed.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






                 (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:19.3.2014                                 
                  State Information Commissioner
