                                              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Neeraj Lattawa,

# 1038, Sector 8-C,

Chandigarh.                                                                              Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions,

(SE), Punjab, Vidhaya Bhawan,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar,

Mohali-160062.                                                            
           Respondent    

                                                          CC No. 1489    of 2014

Present: None for Complainant.

    Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Sr. Asstt. with Ms. Savita Sahi, Sr. Asstt.  for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Neeraj  Lattawa, complainant vide an RTI application dated  2.4.14                                                                                                                                                            addressed to  PIO  o/o DPI (SE), PSEB Complex, Sector 62, Mohali  sought information i.e.  compliance report  of Section 4(b) (i) to (xvii) of RTI Act, 2005 as on 31.3.14 in the office of  DPI (SE), Punjab..

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 22.5.14.


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 hearing of this case today,  Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of  DPI (SE), Punjab stated that compliance of Section 4(b) (i) to (xvii) of the said Act relates to Service I Branch.  She further stated that she wanted to contact the DPI (SE)  yesterday for getting copy of the information demanded by the complainant.  However, she could not contact him because of his being busy in certain other important matters.  It is further noted that a letter dated 16.6.14 has been received from the applicant requesting for adjournment of this case.


In view of above noted facts,    PIO cum Asstt. Director (Service I Branch) is directed to attend the Commission on the next date of  hearing personally  with the action taken report, written submissions and record.

Adjourned to  25.6.14 at 11.00 AM.
                                                                                              Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Public Information Officer cum Asstt. Director      (REGISTERED)

(Service 1 Branch ) 

o/o Director Public Instructions  (SE)

PSEB  Complex,  Sector  62

SAS Nagar (Mohali).

For necessary compliance.  

                                                                                              Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Neeraj Lattawa,

# 1038, Sector 8-C,

Chandigarh.                                                                             
        Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions,
(SE), PSEB  Complex, Sector 62

SAS Nagar,  Mohali-160062. 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1490   of 2014

Present: None for  Complainant.
               Ms. Suman, Auditor o/o  DPI (SE) Punjab with Shri Vishal Singhari,


     Sr. Asstt.

ORDER:


Shri Neeraj Lattawa, complainant vide an RTI application dated  28.3.14 addressed to  PIO o/o DPI (SE), Punjab  sought  following  information on 4 points:-
i)A certified copy of Register being maintained by the PIO, which is mandatory  under Rule 3(3) of RTI Rules in the prescribed Form ‘C’ from 1st Jan, 2011 to 31.3.14.

ii) Certified copy of  Daily Receipt and Dispatch Register from 1st Jan, 2011 to 31.3.14.

iii)Check list of deciding the pension cases of retirees of  aided schools.

iv)Total stay of all officers/officials presently working in the Pension Branch.

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 22.5.14.


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, Shri Vishal Singhari stated that the requisite information have been sent to the complainant vide memo.  no. 3/15 2014 Pen (E), dated 11.6.14 under registered cover.  It is further noted that a communication vide letter dated  16.6.14 has been received in the Commission from Shri Neeraj Lattawa, complainant requesting for an adjournment.


In view of the above noted facts, before further proceedings are taken up in the matter, Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO cum Dy.  Director (Private Aided Schools), o/o Director Public Instructions (SE),  PSEB Complex, Sector  62, SAS Nagar  Mohali, is directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date of hearing. 


 He is  further directed to file an affidavit duly  attested  by Magistrate/Notary Public  certifying that the complete information as per record have been supplied  to the complainant and no more information exists in their record.

Adjourned to  25.6.14  at 11.00 AM.
                                                                                              Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO cum                           (REGISTERED)       

Dy.  Director (Private Aided Schools), 

o/o Director Public Instructions (SE), 

PSEB Complex, Sector  62, 

SAS Nagar  Mohali, 

For necessary compliance.

                                                                                              Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Kanwaljit Kaur w/o 

Shri Sukhjit Singh,

Vill. Fatehgarh Korotana,

Tehsil Dharamkot Distt. Moga,                                                     
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Moga. 

                                                                                                     
    Respondent  

                                                             CC No. 1219   of 2014

Present:  Complainant in person.


     Shri  Mandeep  Kaur, GA to DC  Moga  and Sh.  Mohinder Pal, SDM,


     Moga.


     Shri Ram Singh, SDM,  Dharamkot..
ORDER:


Ms.  Kanwaljit Kaur, complainant vide an RTI application dated  5.10.13 addressed to  SDM, Moga  sought certain information on 3 points for the period from  1999 to 2013 pertaining to the issuance of  Red  Cards to the terrorists affected persons.


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   17.4.14.


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.


On the last date of  hearing i.e. 4.6.14, Ms. Kanwaljit Kaur, complainant stated that her RTI Application was transferred  by the SDM,  Moga, to PIO cum SDM, Dharamkot vide letter dated 21.2.14, though the file pertaining to the information demanded by her was with the office of  SDM,  Moga as informed to her by the officials in the office of SDM,  Dharamkot.


It was noted here that though the complainant was approaching the different quarters for seeking simple information as per RTI Application dated 5.10.13 filed with the SDM, Moga, no information  either by the PIO cum SDM, Moga or by the PIO cum SDM,  Dharamkot  had been supplied to her.


As such, before the penalty provisions of  Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 were to be considered to be invoked against Ms. Mandeep Kaur, PIO cum GA to DC,  Moga, for her failing to provide the information to applicant as mandated under provisions of Section 7(1) of the Act ibid, she was  directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with the written submissions, action taken report  and the relevant record for its perusal and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.


The case has been heard in detail today.  Ms. Mandeep Kaur,  PIO cum GA to DC,  Moga filed her detailed written submissions in which she has mentioned that a copy of letter  from Tehsildar, Dharamkot  has been received on 17.6.14 in their office in which Tehsildar, Dharamkot has written to SDM,  Dharamkot that the file is in  office of SDM, Dharamkot.  It is further noted that the SDM,  Dharamkot has also sent  in writing to the Commission that now the file has been received from Tehsildar,  Dharamkot  vide letter dated 6.6.14, and  the complainant would be provided  the demanded information shortly.   


However, Ms. Kanwaljit Kaur, complainant  herself gave in writing today that  she has received the information, her case  may be closed.   


In view of above noted facts, the case is  disposed of/closed.
                                                                                              Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.6.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

                              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Kanwaljit Kaur w/o 

Shri Sukhjit Singh,

Vill. Fatehgarh Korotana,

Tehsil Dharamkot Distt. Moga,.                                                            
  

Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga. 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1220   of 2014

Present:  Complainant in person.


     Shri  Mandeep Kumar,  Clerk o/o  SDM,  Dharamkot,  Distt.  Moga.

ORDER:


Ms.  Kanwaljit Kaur, complainant vide an RTI application dated  4.10.13 addressed to  SDM, Moga  sought certain information on 4 points for the period from  1999 to 2013 pertaining to the issuance of  Red  Cards to the terrorists affected persons.


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   17.4.14.


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.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 4.6.14,  it was noted that the said RTI Application of the complainant was transferred  by the PIO o/o DC,  Moga, to PIO O/O SDM, Dharamkot  u/s  6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for providing the information directly to the applicant.   However, Ms. Kanwaljit Kaur, complainant stated before the Commission that her RTI application had wrongly been transferred by the PIO office of  DC,  Moga  to  PIO cum SDM,  Dharamkot. As the demanded information was very much available in the office of  DC,  Moga in the (RR Branch), as file had not been sent to SDM,  Dharamkot so far.    



As such, before the penalty provisions of  Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 were to be considered to be invoked against Ms. Mandeep Kaur, PIO cum GA to DC,  Moga, for her failing to provide the information to applicant as mandated under provisions of Section 7(1) of the Act ibid, she was  directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with the written submissions, action taken report  and the relevant record for its perusal and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.


The case has been heard in detail today.  Ms. Mandeep Kaur,  PIO cum GA to DC,  Moga filed her detailed written submissions in which she has mentioned that a copy of letter  from Tehsildar, Dharamkot  has been received on 17.6.14 in their office in which Tehsildar, Dharamkot has written to SDM,  Dharamkot that the file is in office of  SDM,  Dharamkot.  It is further noted that the SDM,  Dharamkot has also sent  in writing to the Commission that now the file has been received from Tehsildar,  Dharamkot  vide letter dated 6.6.14, and  the complainant would be provided  the demanded information shortly.   


However, Ms. Kanwaljit Kaur, complainant  herself gave in writing today that  she has received the information, her case  may be closed.   


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

                                                                                              Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.6.2014


   
        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,

r/o Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101.                                                                           
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Deputy Commissioner,. 

 Ferozepur.                                                                                       
    Respondent     

                                                          CC No. 1263    of 2014

 Present:  None for the complainant.



      Shri Tarwinder Singh, Clerk  for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Tarsem Jindal, complainant vide an RTI application dated  10.3.14 addressed to  PIO o/o  Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur,  sought certain information pertaining to the Jt. Sub  Registrars (NaibTehsildar)s who have been charge-sheeted, suspended, reinstated, dismissed or against them enquiry is  pending  during the last 5 years.


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 23.4.14.



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.


On the last  hearing  i.e. on 4.6.14, it was noted that there was  no documents  on the record from where it could be presumed that the requisite information in this case had been supplied by the PIO o/o Commissioner  Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur to the complainant.  It was further noted that there was hardly any  reason to transfer this RTI Application to  DC, Ferozepur/Sri Mukatsar Sahib/Fazilka  and Moga as in the matters pertaining to  Jt. Sub  Registrars (Naib Tehsildars), Commissioner was the competent authority.


As such, Shri Paramjeet Singh Brar,  PIO cum  Superintendent, office of  Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur was directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with action taken report, written submissions and record for its perusal before the punitive provisions  of section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 could be considered to be invoked against him for non supplying of correct and  complete  information to the complainant and the case was adjourned to  today.

Shri Tarwinder Singh, Clerk appearing on behalf of  DC, Ferozepur stated  that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant vide letter  dated 9.4.14 under registered cover.  He also handed over to the Commission copy of the supplied information, a perusal of which reveals that the same is as per RTI application dated  10.3.14 filed by the applicant-complainant.


In view of the above noted facts, since complete information in this case stands supplied to the complainant, the case is disposed of.
                                                                                              Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Seema Verma,

H.No. HL-252, Jamalpur Colony,

P.H.B. Colony, Focal Point, 

Ludhiana.
                                                                                 Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE)

Punjab, PSEB Complex, Sector 62, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE)

Punjab, PSEB Complex, Sector 62, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.                                                                   Respondent   

                                                      AC No. 1520   of 2014

Present:  None for  complainant.

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


Ms.  Seema Verma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 24.12.13 , addressed to PIO, o/o  Secretary, School Education, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh  sought certain information on 6  points. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 12.2.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  16.4.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


On the last date of  hearing i.e. on 4.6.14,  neither  the appellant was present nor any body  attended the Commission on behalf of  PIO o/o Secretary, Education, Punjab.    There was  no document also on the record  from where it could be presumed that the requisite information had been supplied to the appellant.   As such, PIO office of Secretary, Education, Punjab  had failed to provide the requisite information to the appellant as mandated under Section 7(1) of the Act ibid,.


The PIO office of  Secretary, Education, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh and  PIO office of  DPI (SE), Punjab were  directed to attend  the Commission  personally on the next date of hearing with their written submissions and one spare set of supplied information for the perusal of same by Commission and the case was  adjourned to today.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Jaspal Singh, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of  respondent PIO stated that he has sent the requisite information to the complainant today under registered cover.  He also handed over to the Commission copy of the supplied information and copy of the registered postal receipt for record.


Now since the complete information in this case stands provided, the case is disposed of.

                                                                                                           Sd/-
                                                                                       
                                                                                                
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:19.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Ryar 

\Vill Babowal –Babowal colony,

Tehsil & distt. Gurdaspur-143521                                              Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Gurdaspur.

First Appellate Authority, 

 Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev)

Gurdaspur.                                                                                          

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.1150    of 2014

Present: 

None for the appellant.

                     Shri Rajiv Kumar, Panchayat Secretary for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Kuldeep Singh Riyar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.8.13 , addressed to  Distt. Dev. & Panchayat Officer (DDPO), Gurdaspur sought certain information on  two  points  pertaining to medical reimbursement cases  for the period from  27.9.10 to  20.8.13.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the  First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 27.9.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 10.3.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


 During  hearing on  13.5.14, it was noted that information on point no. 1 has been supplied to the appellant by the DDPO, Gurdaspur vide letter no. 1846, dated 1.10.13  while no information has  been supplied on point no. 2 till date. 


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

“You are further directed to file a written reply before the next date of hearing with an advance copy to the complainant/appellant.  The written reply shall be duly signed by the PIO  and shall disclose his name and designations of the PIO and First Appellate Authority.”


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


Therefore, the Commission in the exercise of powers conferred  under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issued a show cause notice  to   PIO cum District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon him for not providing the information willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on   19.8.2013.  

 ii) He was also directed to explain as to why the appellant be not suitably compensated under the provisions of  Section 19(8)(b) of the Act ibid for the lost or  other detriment suffered by him in seeking the information.  

 iii) He was further directed to provide to the appellant point-wise complete, correct and duly attested information free of cost under registered cover within a period of 7 days failing which further proceedings which include initiation of disciplinary proceedings under the provisions of Section 20 (2) of the Act ibid would be considered to be taken.   

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

 v) He  was also directed to  file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public certifying that duly attested information whatsoever was available in their office record pertaining to the RTI  Application made by the appellant,  has been made available to him and nothing have been concealed.


On the last date of hearing of this case i.e. on 4.6.14,  neither PIO cum District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur  attended the Commission despite issuance of show cause notice to him on 13.5.14 nor there was any evidence on the record from where it could be presumed that the demanded information had been supplied to the appellant.


As such, the PIO cum District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur   was again directed to provided to the appellant point-wise, correct and complete information free of cost under registered cover within a period of  7 days.  It was also made clear that failing to comply with above order further proceedings which includes initiation of disciplinary proceedings under section  20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 would be considered to be taken.  


PIO cum District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur    was also  directed to attend the Commission on the next date of  hearing with one spare set of supplied information.and the case was adjourned to today.

During hearing of this case today,  Shri Rajiv Kumar, Panchayat Secretary stated that the requisite information  on point no. 2 has also been supplied to the appellant vide letter dated 15.2.14 followed by letter dated 18.6.14.  


 It is further noted that the complete information have now been supplied only on 18.6.14 while RTI Application was filed by the appellant on  19.8.13.   It is further noted that  Shri Jitender Singh Brar,  Distt.  Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur did not care the least to comply with Commission’s order dated 13.5.14 and 4.6.14, therefore, one last opportunity is given to him to do so and case is adjourned to 5.8.14 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.
                                                                                                           Sd/-
                                                                                           
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  19.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

               Shri Jitender Singh Brar
              PIO  cum District Development  

              & Panchayat   Officer                               (REGISTERED)

 Gurdaspur.        
For necessary compliance.

                                                                                                           Sd/-
                                                                                          
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Sonika s/o Sh. Hem Raj,

# 487, Gali No. 24, Basti Tankan wali,

Near  Baba Balak Nath Mandir,

Ferozepur Cantt.                                                                                Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Umang Red Cross Institute of 

Special Education M.R.

Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Additional Deputy Commissioner,                                                                                                           Faridkot.                                                                                         Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1525 of 2014

Present:

Shri Hem Dass father of Ms. Sonika , appellant;




Shri Subhash Chander, Joint Secretary Red Cross Society,




Faridkot for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


The background of this case is that Ms. Sonika filed an RTI   application dated 10.7.2013, for seeking 4 points information. Failing to get any information she filed a complaint with the commission on 6.9.2013 under section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005 , which was heard by Shri Parveen Kumar, State Information Commissioner who vide his order dated 3.1.2014, observed that certain information has been provided to the complainant by the respondent PIO, vide letter No. 760,  dated 11.12.2013. He also directed Ms. Sonika that  if she  still feels aggrieved  with the provided information, may file first appeal with the First Appellate Authority. Accordingly Ms. Sonika filed first appeal with   First Appellate Authority cum Additional Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot vide letter dated 14.1.2014.  But still failing to get the information, she approached the commission in 2nd appeal on 21.4.2014. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


On  the last hearing of this case i.e. on 5.6.14, it was noted that a communication vide letter No. 481, dated 5.5.2014, have been received in the commission   from Principal, Umang Red Cross Institute of Special Education, Faridkot, vide which it has been informed that remaining information pertaining to District Faridkot have been sent to the Additional Deputy Commissioner cum First Appellate Authority vide letter No. 56, dated 26.2.2014.


During the hearing of this case, Shri Hem Lal father of the appellant stated that his daughter had been provided information pertaining to 11 students/candidates where as demanded information pertained to 66 students/candidates. As such provided information was incomplete. 


As such, Shri Roshan Lal Goyal,  Secretary Distt. Red Cross Society, Faridkot was directed to provide to the appellant the remaining information of 55 students/candidates free of cost under registered cover within a period of 7 days. He would personally attend the commission on the next date of hearing with one spare set of complete provided information of all 66 students/candidates for the perusal of the same by commission and the case was adjourned to today.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Subhash Chander, Joint Secretary Red Cross Society, Faridkot  stated  that Shri Roshan Lal Goyal,  Secretary Distt. Red Cross Society, Faridkot  could not attend the Commission today because of sudden death of his close relation.   He further handed over a set  of  complete information to father of the appellant  today.    Shri Hem Dass father of Ms. Sonika , appellant  after perusal of the provided information expressed his full satisfaction with the same.

In view of above noted facts, the case is disposed of.
                                                                                               Sd/-

Chandigarh.






 (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:19.6.2014


             State Information Commissioner. 

                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satish Kumar Bhiri,

Ward No. 10, Near Nehru Park, 

Jaito, Distt. Faridkot-151202.                                                                 Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Red Cross Society,

Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Secretary Red Cross Society,

Faridkot                                                                                                Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1548   of 2014

Present:  Appellant  in person.


     Shri Subhash Chander, Jt. Secretary for respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Satish Kumar Bhiri, appellant vide an RTI application dated 6.1.14, addressed to Secretary, District Red Cross Bhawan,  Faridkot sought certain information pertaining to funds  raised by the Society for the period  from January, 2009 to date  alongwith their resources and details of the staff working in the Red Cross Socieity, Faridkot. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 18.2.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 22.4.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

On the last date of hearing of this case  i.e. on 10.6.14, it was observed that on the receipt of RTI Application, PIO cum Secretary,  Distt.  Red Cross Society, Faridkot vide letter no. 113, dated  21.1.14 demanded an additional fee/document charges amounting to Rs. 9600/- (Rs. Nine thousand six hundred only) for providing the information.


Shri Satish Kumar Bhiri, appellant stated that respondent – PIO since has not demanded the additional fee/document charges within a period of 10 days, he was required to send the information free of cost which had not been provided till that date.  As such, before further action in the matter was  considered to be taken, Shri Roshan Lal Goyal, Respondent - PIO cum Secretary, District Red Cross Society,  Faridkot was directed to appear before the Commission on 19.6.14 with written submissions and record for the perusal of the same by the  Commission and the case was adjourned to today..


Shri Subhash Chander, Jt. Secretary  handed over letter dated 16.6.14 duly signed by Addl. DC cum Vice President, Distt. Red Cross Society,   Faridkot  wherein it has been mentioned that Shri Roshan Lal Goyal, Respondent - PIO cum Secretary, District Red Cross Society,  Faridkot  is unable to attend the Commission today because of sudden death of  his one of very close relation.

  Shri  Satish Kumar Bhiri, appellant stated that only yesterday he has received the information under registered cover.  Shri Subhash Chander, Jt. Secretary   presented a letter dated 16.6.14 before the Commission vide which the requisite information have been supplied to the appellant.

Now since the complete information as demanded by the appellant stands supplied to him, the case is disposed of.
                                                                                              Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:19.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 
                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwant Singh,

R/o House No. 818, Phase 6,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                                                                                  Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

School Education, Mini Sectt. Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority, 

Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

School Education, Mini Sectt. Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh   
 Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions, Punjab,

(Secondary Education) PSEB Building,

 Sector 62, Mohali.    









Respondent   
                                                      AC No. 1692 of 2014
Present:

Shri Balwant  Singh,appellant in person.




Shri Balbir Singh, Supdt. o/o  Principal Secretary to Govt. of     Punjab,School Education  with Shri Surinder Singh, Sr. Asstt.

            Shri Pawan Kumar, Supdt.  (Estt. 1)  o/o  DPI (SE), Punjab.
ORDER:



Shri Balwant Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.2.2014, addressed to PIO, o/o Principal Secretary, School Education, Punjab, Mini Sectt. Chandigarh sought certain information on 2 points pertaining to the legal notice  dated 15.2.2012, given by Smt. Balbir Kaur, Lecturer Punjabi, G.S.S.S. Chanarthal Kalan, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib, to the Secretary School Education Punjab and DPI (SE) Pb. Mohali.  



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 18.3.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 9.5.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.



On the last hearing i.e. on 18.6.14, Shri Surinder Singh appearing on behalf of Shri Balbir Singh Dharwal,  PIO cum Supdt. Edu-2 Br. 0/0 Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab Mini Secretariat, Chandigarh submitted a self attested affidavit dated 17.6.2014 signed by PIO, wherein it has been mentioned that since the legal notice given by the appellant pertains to her claim for the promotion of a Punjabi Lecturer w.e.f 2001 therefore the said legal notice has been sent to the DPI ,(SE) Pb. Mohali vide memo no. 2/57/2012-3 Edu-2/2048 dated 9.3.2012, for taking  necessary action. 



It was further noted that none appeared on behalf of DPI (SE) to whom the copy of the legal notice has also been sent directly also alongwith one copy to the o/o Principal Secretary Secondary Education on 9.3.2012. Since none appeared from o/o DPI (SE) Pb ,  PIO o/o DPI(SE) was impleaded as necessary party and the case was  adjourned to  today for further hearing.



Shri Balbir Singh Dharwal, PIO cum Supdt., Edu-2 Br. was directed to bring along the concerned PIO o/o DPI (SE) tomorrow, alongwith concerned file/ papers  where the legal notice have been dealt with , and proper action taken report to be given to the appellant as per RTI application, be also brought along and the case was adjourned to today.

During hearing of this case today, it is observed that the appointing authority in the case of  Punjabi  Lecturer  for promotion of the applicant is Secretary to Govt. of  Punjab,  School Education, Punjab Mini Secretariat, Chandigarh.  It is further noticed that with the transfer  of  Shri Shiv Pal, Asstt. Director  (Estt. 1), no PIO has been appointed who should assist the PIO  o/o  Secretary,  School Education  in apprising him about the action taken on the legal notice which has been sent by the Secretary office to the DPI office for necessary action.   

As such, Shri Pawan Kumar, Supdt.  (Estt. 1 Branch)  o/o  DPI (SE) Punjab is directed to assist  Shri Balbir Singh, PIO  o/o Secretary,  School Education, Punjab under the provisions of  Section 5(4)(5) in supplying him the reply to the legal notice after seeking the orders of the competent authority.

Therefore, Shri Pawan Kumar, Supdt.  (Estt. 1 Branch)  o/o  DPI (SE) Punjab shall be equally  responsible as the PIO o/o  Secretary,  School Education,  Punjab and shall also be treated as PIO.  

Both, Shri Pawan Kumar, Supdt.  (Estt. 1 Branch)  o/o  DPI (SE) Punjab and Shri Balbir Singh, PIO  o/o Secretary,  School Education, Punjab  would attend the Commission on the next date of hearing  personally  with written submissions, action taken report and record for the perusal of the same by the Commission before further proceedings in the matter are initiated.


Adjourned to  24.6.14 at 11.00 AM.


.

                                                                                              Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:19.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

I) Shri Pawan Kumar, Supdt.  (Estt. 1 Branch)    (REGISTERED)
 o/o  Director Public Instructions (SE) Punjab

PSEB Complex,  Sector 62

SAS Nagar,  Mohali.

ii)Shri Balbir Singh, PIO  cum Supdt.                    (REGISTERED)
 o/o Secretary,  School Education, Punjab 

Punjab Mini Secretariat

Sector  9,  Chandigarh.

For necessary  compliance. 

                                                                                              Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:19.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Singh s/o 

Shri Joginder Singh,

Vill. Chhani Nand Singh,

P.O. Chanaur-144306,

Tehsil Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur.                                            Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.                                                                                Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1529   of 2014

   Present:

Shri Darshan Singh  appellant in person;

Ms. Rupinderjit Kaur , BDPO, Block Mukerian; Shri Maninder Singh, Social Education & Panchayat Officer; and Shri  Pharman Masih, Panchayat Secretary Gram Panchayat Chhani Nand Singh for the respondents.

ORDER:



Shri Darshan Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 8.1.14, addressed to PIO,  sought certain information on 10  points. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  4.3.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 31.4.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties. 



During the hearing of this case on 5.6.2014, the appellant stated that he had not been provided the complete information though certain information had been provided vide letter No. 10 dated 27.9.2013. But the same was incomplete and misleading. 


In view of this fact, each point of the sought /provided information had been discussed with both the parties. It was observed that provided information on point no. (1), (6), (9) and (10) was slightly incomplete. 

Ms. Rupinder Kaur   stated that she had taken the charge of her new post only on 20th of May, 2014 so an adjournment would be given to provide correct, complete, pointwise information to the appellant.

As such Ms. Rupinder Kaur, Block Development & Panchayat Officer Block Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur was directed to provide complete, correct and duly attested information to the appellant on Point No. (1), (6), (9) and (10), under her signatures within a period of 7 days under registered cover and the case was adjourned to 19.6.2014 for further hearing.

During the hearing of this case, today, Ms. Rupinderjit Kaur, BDPO, Block Mukerian, handed over to the appellant a set of information on point nos. 1, 6, 9 and 10 under her signatures in the commission today. However, Shri Darshan Singh, appellant stated that a copy of the bill of the repair of Panchayat ghar which pertains to the point no. 6 of the demanded information has not been supplied to him.

Ms. Rupinderjit Kaur stated that since she has recently joined as BDPO at Mukerian, she would summon the record of the Panchayat Secretary and ensure that the demanded information i.e. the copy of the bill if available in the record shall be supplied to the appellant  and commission shall also be informed accordingly.

The case is adjourned to 6.8.2014 at 11.00 A.M. for further proceedings.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:19.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Ms. Rupinder Kaur, 




(Registered)

Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Block Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur.

Shri  Pharman Masih,                                        (Registered)

Panchayat Secretary,

Gram Panchayat Chhani Nand Singh,

Tehsil  Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur.

           Shri Darshan Singh s/o                                        (Registered}
          Shri Joginder Singh,

         Vill. Chhani Nand Singh,

          P.O. Chanaur-144306,

         Tehsil Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur.


-for strict compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:19.6.2014



     State Information Commissioner 

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amardeep Singh,

c/o Shri Kaplesh Sharma,

Kothi No. 687, Ward No. 19,
 

Street No. 3A, Rulia Ram colony,

Gurdaspur-143521                                                                      Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, S.A.S. Nagar, 

Mohali-160062.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Chairman, 

Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, S.A.S. Nagar, 

Mohali-160062                                                                                Respondent

                                                      AC No. 1541  of 2014

 Present:

Shri Kaplesh Sharma   for the appellant sh. Amardeep Singh,

Mrs. Pavittar Pal Kaur, Jt. Secretary, and Shri Varinder Madaan, Supdt , Legal Cell, o/o Punjab School Education Board, Mohali for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri  Amardeep Singh, c/o Sh. Kaplesh Sharma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  8.1.2014  addressed to PIO, o/o Punjab School Education Board, Mohali sought certain information on 2 points in a format for the year 2011-12, 2012-13 and 2013-14 pertaining to SLAs working in the Adarsh Schools. 



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 Punjab School Education Board, Mohali, vide letter dated   17.2.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   on 21.4.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 5.6.2014, Shri Varinder Madaan, appearing for the respondent PIO,  stated that the requisite information had already been sent to the appellant vide letter no.1176, dated 29.5.2014. However, the appellant, through an E-mail had  requested for an adjournment, as he could not attend the commission due to ill health and had also stated that no information had been received in this case. 

In view of above facts, Ms. Pavittar Pal Kaur, PIO cum Joint Secretary, Punjab School Education Board, Mohali, was directed to provide the appellant, correct, complete and duly attested information in a prescribed format within a period of 7 days free of cost under registered cover. 

She was further directed to attend the commission on the next fixed date with one set of provided information and case was adjourned to 19.6.2014  for further hearing.

During the hearing of this case today, Ms. Pavittar Pal Kaur, PIO cum Joint Secretary, handed over a set of complete information to the appellant in the commission itself and one set of provided information also handed over to the commission for its perusal and record. The perusal of the same reveals that the provided information is in accordance with the RTI application dated 8.1.2014, filed by the appellant. 

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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:19.6.2014



         State Information Commissioner

                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amardeep Singh,

c/o Shri Kaplesh Sharma,

Kothi No. 687, Ward No. 19,
 

Street No. 3A, Rulia Ram colony,

Gurdaspur-143521                                                                       Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali-160062.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Chairman, 

Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, S.A.S. Nagar,

Mohali-160062                                                                                Respondent  

                                                      AC No. 1537  of 2014

Present:

Shri Kaplesh Sharma  for the appellant Shri Amardeep Singh.

Shri Varinder Madaan, APIO cum Supdt,Legal Cell, o/o Punjab School Education Board, Mohali for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Amardeep Singh, c/o Shri Kaplesh Sharma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  8.1.2014  addressed to PIO, o/o Punjab School Education Board, Mohali sought certain information pertaining  to Shri Amardeep Singh s/o shri Makhan Singh, Roll No. 848354, who reappeared in +2 examination   held in September, 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 i.e. Punjab School Education Board, Sector 62, Mohali, vide letter dated 6.3.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 21.4.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 5.6.2014, it was noted that the requisite information had  been sent to the appellant vide letter  no. 35013 dated 7.3.2014. However, a communication vide Email dated 5.6.2014 had been received from the appellant, wherein he stated that provided information on point no. 1 and 2 was  in complete. 

As such, Ms. Pavittar Pal  Kaur, PIO cum Joint Secretary, Punjab School Education Board, was directed to supply  the correct and  complete information to the appellant within a period of 7 days under  registered cover. She was further directed to appear before the commission with one spare set of provided information.

The appellant was also directed to attend the commission on next fixed date  failing which it would be presumed that he had nothing to say and ex-parte decision would be taken and the case was adjourned to 19.6.2014 for further hearing.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Varinder Madaan, APIO cum Supdt Legal Cell, handed over a set of complete information to the appellant in the commission itself and one set of provided information also handed over to the commission for its perusal and record. The perusal of the same reveals that the provided information is in accordance with the RTI application dated 8.1.2014, filed by the appellant. 

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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:19.6.2014



         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. 3A, Rulia Ram Colony,

Gurdaspur-143521                                                                     Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District  Education Officer,(SE)

Gurdaspur.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Circle Education Officer, 

Ladowali Road, 

Near  Pb. School Education Board Depot,

Jalandhar.                                                                             Respondent  

                                                      AC No. 1542  of 2014

   Present:

Shri Kaplesh Sharma, appellant in person;




Shri Som Lal, Clerk o/o D.E.O.(SE), Gurdaspur.

ORDER



Shri Kaplesh Sharma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 31.1.2014 , addressed to PIO, o/o Distt. Education Officer (SE) Gurdaspur, sought certain information on  3 points in a prescribed format pertaining to the payment of arrear to the employees working 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 i.e. Circle Education Officer, Ladowali Road, Near Punjab School Education Board Depot, Jalandhar, vide letter dated 4.3.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 21.4.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.

On the last date of hearing i.e on 5.6.2014, Shri Som Lal, Clerk appearing for the respondent PIO stated that he had brought the information to the commission to be  handed over the same to the appellant. Since the appellant was not present, Shri Som Lal Clerk, was directed to send the information to Shri Kaplesh Sharma, appellant  under registered cover. 


The appellant was advised to point out the deficiencies if any  to the PIO o/o DEO (SE) Gurdaspur directly, within 7 days, who would provide the remaining information within next 7 days as per record. The appellant  was also directed  to attend the commission on the next fixed date of hearing failing which ex parte decision would be taken.


      
Shri Ashok Kumar PIO cum Superintendent o/o D.E.O. (SE) Gurdaspur was also directed to attend the commission personally on the next fixed date and the case was adjourned to 19.6.2014 for further proceedings.

During the hearing of this case, today, Shri Som Lal Clerk stated that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter dated 10.6.2014. under  registered cover. Whereas, Shri Kaplesh Sharma, reiterated that the information supplied is incomplete. 

During the hearing, it was also noted  that the complete information is still far from being provided. It is further noted that the total lackadaisical approach has been adopted by the respondent PIO, in providing the information to the appellant without any reasonable cause.  As such, Shri Ashok Kumar PIO cum Superintendent o/o D.E.O. (SE) Gurdaspur,  has  failed to provide the complete information to the appellant willfully and intentionally without any reasonable cause, such an attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly found to be   against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005 .    

        A show cause notice is therefore, issued to  Shri Ashok Kumar PIO cum Superintendent o/o D.E.O. (SE) Gurdaspur, to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005  for failing to provide complete 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 Ashok Kumar PIO cum Superintendent o/o D.E.O. (SE) Gurdaspur is 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 Ashok Kumar PIO cum Superintendent o/o D.E.O. (SE) Gurdaspur, is further directed to be present on the next date fixed,  along with copy of provided information, 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 Ashok Kumar PIO cum Superintendent o/o D.E.O. (SE) Gurdaspur is directed to provide the applicant point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 19.8.2013 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  6.8.2014 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:19.6.2014



            State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to :



Shri Ashok Kumar,                                       (Registered)



PIO cum Superintendent,



o/o Distt. Education Officer, (SE),



Gurdaspur.



Shri Kaplesh Sharma,                                   (Registered)

   Kothi No. 687, Ward No. 19,
 


  Street No. 3A, Rulia Ram Colony,

          Gurdaspur-143521

         -for compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:19.6.2014



       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. 3A, Rulia Ram colony,

Gurdaspur-143521                                                                                Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions,

(S.E) Punjab, PSEB Bldg,

Sector 62, Mohali-160062

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Principal Secretary (Schools),                                                                                                         Govt. of Punjab, Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9-A, Chandigarh.                                                                 Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1543  of 2014

  Present: 

Shri Kaplesh Sharma, appellant in person;

Ms. Sarishta, Sr. Asstt.,  Shri Jaswinder Singh Nayyar, PIO cum Asstt. Director (SA-3) ; Shri Narinder Singh, Sr. Asstt.  O/O  DPI (SE) Punjab for respondents.

ORDER:



Shri Kaplesh Sharma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 18.1.14 , addressed to PIO o/o DPI (SE), PSEB Complex, Sector 62, Mohali  sought certain information pertaining to the complaint of  Shri Bihari Lal, Legal Asstt. working in the o/o DEO (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 vide letter dated 4.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 21.4.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


On the last date of hearing i.e on 5.6.2014, it was noted that no information in this case had been supplied by the respondent PIO to the appellant till date.   However, Shri  Vijay Singh Chauhan, Sr. Asstt. stated that the requisite information had already been supplied to the appellant vide letter dated 16.4.14.   In support of his version, he also  supplied copy of letter no. 2/37-2013 Estt. 3(2), dated  4.6.14 under the signatures of Asstt. Director  (SA 3)  addressed to the appellant wherein it had been mentioned that information running into  22 pages had already been supplied to the appellant in AC no. 710,dated 16.4.14.


Since the appellant was not present  and had  requested  for adjournment of his case due to  ill health, both Shri Jaswinder Singh Nayyar, PIO cum Asstt. Director (SA-3) O/O  DPI (SE) Punjab, PSEB Complex,  Sector 62,  Mohali and PIO cum Supdt. (Education 5 Branch) o/o  Principal Secretary  Schools,   Education Deptt., Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh were directed  to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date,  with one spare set of provided information. 


In the meanwhile, Shri Jaswinder Singh Nayyar, PIO cum Asstt. Director (SA-3) O/O  DPI (SE) Punjab, PSEB Complex,  Sector 62,  Mohali and PIO cum Supdt. (Education 5 Branch) o/o  Principal Secretary  Schools,   Education Deptt., Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh were directed to send complete, point –wise information to the appellant once again within a period  of 7 days  from that day.


Shri Jaswinder Singh Nayyar, PIO cum Asstt. Director (SA-3) O/O  DPI (SE) Punjab, PSEB Complex,  Sector 62,  Mohali would also file an affidavit duly attested by Magistrate/Notary Public certifying that complete noting part and action taken report as demanded by the appellant had been supplied to him and no information had been concealed and the case was adjourned to  19.6.14.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Jaswinder Singh Nayyar, PIO cum Asstt. Director (SA-3) stated that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant vide letter Memo No. 3/110-2013-1E-5/247046/1 dated 19.6.2014.  He also handed over one set of provided information to the commission for its perusal and record. On being asked, the appellant also expressed his satisfaction with the provided information. 

As such the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:19.6.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

