                                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Balvir Singh,

s/o Shri Chhuhara  Singh 

r/o Chak Sukhera, Tehsil Jalalabad (West)

Distt. Fazilka

      
                                                                                    
           Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development  & 

Panchayats  Officer,

Jalalabad, (West) Distt. Fazilka.                                  
                 Respondent  
                                                          CC No. 888 of 2014

Present: Complainant in person.
              Shri Shinder Pal Singh, Panchayat Secretary for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Balvir Singh,  complainant vide an RTI application dated 9.1.14  addressed to  BDPO, Jalalabad  sought certain information pertaining to the distribution of old age, widow and handicap  pension in village  Sukhera for the period from January, 2013 to January, 2014.

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 on12.3.14.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During hearing  of this case today, it is noted that the said RTI application was transferred by the BDPO, Jalalabad vide letter dated 14.1.14 under the provisions of Section  6(3)  of  RTI Act, 2005 to Shri Shinderpal Singh, PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Village  Chak Sukhera, Block  Jalalabad for providing the information directly to the complainant and a copy of this  letter was duly endorsed to the complainant for his information.


During hearing of this case today, Shir Balvir Singh, complainant  stated that he has been provided  the incomplete information by Shri Shinderpal Singh, PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Village Chak Sukhera,  Block Jalalabad.

It  is thus observed  that total  lakadaisical approach has been adopted by  Shri Shinderpal Singh, PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Village Chak Sukhera,  Block Jalalabad  in providing complete, correct and dully attested information to the complainant.   As such a show cause notice is issued to Shri Shinderpal Singh, PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Village Chak Sukhera,  Block Jalalabad   to explain in writing  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 his failing to provide the correct and complete  information willfully and intentionally and without any reasonable cause  as mandated under the provisions of  Section 7(1)  of RTI Act,   to the  complainant,   though he filed an RTI Application on 9.1.14.  

            Shri Shinderpal Singh, PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Village Chak Sukhera,  Block Jalalabad    is also afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing failing which it shall be presumed  that he has nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against him.

              He is further directed to attend the Commission on the next date of hearing with action taken report/record, for its perusal 

Adjourned to  10.6.14 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 20.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:


Shri Shinderpal Singh, PIO cum                        (REGISTERED)
                   Panchayat Secretary, Village Chak Sukhera,  

Tehsil  Jalalabad,  Distt. Fazilka.

For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 20.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Major Singh,

Ward No. 11, Green Avenue Colony,

Ananpur Sahib Board,

Garhshankar, Distt. Hoshiarpur.                                                  
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Principal,

Mount Carmel School,

Garhshankar-1445527

Distt. Hoshiarpur.                                                                 
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 914    of 2014

Present: Complainant in person.
               Shri John. Arachal,  Director, Mount Carmel School, Garhshankar, Distt.     Hoshiarpur
ORDER:


Shri Major Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  4.12.13
 addressed to   Principal/Director, Mount Carmel School, Garhshankar, Distt. Hoshiarpur sought certain information on 5 points pertaining to the first 10 positions of the ICSC Board examination of 10th Class held from  March, 1999 to March, 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 on 13.3.14.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During hearing of this case today,  Shri John Arachal., Director of the School filed detailed  submissions dated 19.5.14  wherein  it has  been stated that the answering institution  i.e. Mount Carmel School, Garhshankar, Distt. Hoshiarpur is a privately managed institution.  This institution is not getting any grant in aid, or any other financial support or funds, either from State Govt. or from Central Govt.   The school is privately managed and as such, it does not fall in the definition of  Public Authority as enshrined  in Section 2(h) of RTI Act, 2005.    It has further been mentioned that as  per law laid down by  Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case titled Thalappalam Ser. Coop.  Bank Ltd. And others   Vs.  State of  Kerala and others  (Civil Appeal no. 9017 of  2013 (arising out of  SLP © No.  24290 of  2012), decided on 7.10.2013,  the School does not qualify to be a Public  Authority in any manner and therefore is not amenable to provide the requisite information to the applicant – complainant.

I have heard the complainant as well  as respondent PIO  at length and as such, arrive at a conclusion that the answering institution  i.e. Mount Carmel School, Garhshankar, Distt. Hoshiarpur  is privately managed school  which is not  getting any aid or  financial  support or funds, either from State Govt. or from Central Govt.   and thus is not covered under the definition of  Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005 and is not liable to provide any information to the applicant – complainant.
 
In view of above noted fact, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 20.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Renu Gupta,

w/o Shri Sanjeev Kumar       
                                                                                    near  residence of Ghugi Member,

V & P.O. Boha, Tehsil Budladha,

Distt. Mansa.  







Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Distt. Education Officer,

(SE) Gurdaspur.                                                                    
    Respondent  
                                                          CC No.871  of 2014

Present: Shri  Sanjeev Kumar authorized representative of  complainant.
               Shri  Ashok Kumar, PIO cum Supdt. o/o DEO (SE)  Gurdaspur.
ORDER:


 Ms. Renu Gupta, complainant vide an RTI application dated  14.12.13  addressed to PIO cum DEO (SE), Gurdashpur (Pb.)  sought certain information on 4 points pertaining to the Science Mistresses  (General Category) posted in the district of  Gurdaspur due to   recruitment made in 2006 by  C-Dac and SS  Board,  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 10.3.14.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Ashok Kumar, PIO cum Supdt. o/o DEO (SE) Gurdaspur handed over a copy of letter  no. 43306-07, dated 25.4.14 alongwith annexures containing the information, to Shri Sanjeev Kumar, authorized representative of  Mrs. Renu Gupta,  complainant.   A copy of this letter has also been given to the Commission  for its perusal and record.  

It is noted that the complete information have been provided to the applicant-complainant.   The case is therefore disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 20.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Renu Gupta,

w/o Shri Sanjeev Kumar       
                                                                                    near  residence of Ghugi Member,

V & P.O. Boha, Tehsil Budladha,

Distt. Mansa.  







Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Distt. Education Officer,

(SE) Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Distt. Education Officer,

(SE) Hoshiarpur.                                                               
    Respondent 
                                                          AC No.  1158  of 2014

Present:  Shri Sanjeev Kumar, authorized representative of  appellant.
                Shri  Narinder Singh, Jr. Asstt.  for respondent.
ORDER:


Ms. Renu Gupta, complainant vide an RTI application dated  14.12.13  addressed to PIO cum DEO (SE), Hoshiarpur (Pb.)  sought certain information on 4 points pertaining to the Science Mistresses  (General Category) posted in the district of  Gurdaspur through  recruitment made in 2006, by . C.Dac and SS Board  


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  29.1.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   10.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Narinder Singh, Jr. Assistant appearing on behalf of PIO cum  Dy. DEO (SE)  Hoshiarpur delivers a copy of letter  no. 983 dated  19.5.14  signed by the  DEO (SE)  Hoshiarpur wherein a request has been made  for adjournment of this case to some other date as PIO cum Dy. DEO (SE) Hoshiarpur and the entire staff  of  her office was on Election duty earlier. 

In view of the request made by the DEO (SE)  Hoshiarpur,  PIO cum Dy. DEO (SE)  Hoshiarpur is directed:

i) To send to the appellant duly  signed, point wise, complete and correct information within a period of 10 days under registered cover.  

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


Adjourned  to  11.6.14 at 11 AM.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:20.5.2014



        State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:



PIO cum  Dy. Distt. Education Officer (SE)


  Hoshiarpur  (BY NAME).                                  (REGISERED)

For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:20.5.2014



        State Information Commissioner. 

                     












                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Om Parkash,

Ward No. 13, Sri Chand Nagar,

Near Burjan Phatak ,

Malout, Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib.                                                
  Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, 

 Sri Mukatsar Sahib. 

First Appellate Authority,

 O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, 

 Sri Mukatsar Sahib.                                                                     
    
Respondent                                                     

                                                          AC No. 1173    of 2014

Present:  Appellant in person.
                Shri Manvinder Bir Singh, DSP and Shri Balwant Singh, ASI  for 


     Respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Om Parkash,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23.11.13 , addressed to PIO cum DSP, Sub Division, Malout,  sought certain information on 3  points. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 24.12.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   12.3.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.  Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case, it is noted that certified copies  of FIR  as demanded by the complainant at Sr. no. 2 and 3  already stand provided to him.  However, photo copies of demanded information  at Sr. no. 1 of the RTI application dated 23.11.13 could not be  provided to him because of destruction of record, being  prior to   2005.

Shri Manvinder Bir Singh, DSP and Balwant Singh, ASI   also handed over to the Commission a certificate duly signed by the  Incharge, PC Branch, DPO, Mukatsar.

It is noted that information as was available in the office record of the PIO cum DSP, Sri Mukatsar Sahib has been supplied to the appellant.   As such, no cause of action survives further, the case is therefore,  disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:20.5.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

H.No. 3402, Sector  71, 

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.

        
                                                                                     Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Moga.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner, ,           

Moga.                                                                                          
    
Respondent                                                     

                                                          AC No. 1197    of 2014

Present: None for the appellant.
               Shri Virender Singh,  DSWO  for respondent.
ORDER:



Shri H.S. Hundal,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 14.1.14 ,addressed to PIO o/o D.C. Moga,  sought certain information on  following  10 points:-. 
1)Certified list of all kinds of services provided by this office of the Govt.

2)Certified list of details of govt. funds/assistance/grants/loans given to all under the:-

Old age Pension scheme, financial assistance, insurance of indentity card, training to disabled person, Govt. institution for Blind, Govt. High School, Homes for Destitute, State After Care Home, Home for Mentally  Retarded Children, State Protective Home, Homes for Aged and  In firms, Home for widows Destitute  Women, Braille Press/Library  For Blind, and Grant in aid to Voluntary Welfare Organisations separately for each head year wise.

3).Certified list  of names, age and addresses of each person to whom any kind of funds/assistance/grants/loans has been issued under any of the scheme under this  office alongwith the  details of the money granted  and the time of such grant.
4.)Certified copies of all the bank statement of all the Banks through which all such money has been transferred to the beneficiaries.
5)Certified lists of all such persons/beneficiaries who have denied such benefits or whose benefits/cheques/DDs have been sent back in the account of the department for any reason whatsoever.

6)Certified details of all funds/grants/assistance/loans received by this department during this time period for each head separately.

7)Certified list of all Drawing and Disbursing Officers of this Department during this time along with their designastions.

8)Certified cop;ies of all minutes of the meetings  held with the DC  Moga during this time period and all decisions taken at these meetings.
10)Certified details of all the funds that elapsed each year under all heads of this scheme each year separately.


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 13.2.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   13.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today,  Shri Virender Singh, Distt. Social Welfare Officer  (DSWO) stated before the Commission that the said RTI application after its transfer under Section 6(3) of the Act ibid was first received in their office on 6.2.14 and same was duly diarised at Sr. no.  70  and immediately after its receipt, additional fee/document charges amounting to  Rs. 10,000/- was demanded from the appellant vide letter dated 17.2.14.   He handed over to the Commission  copy of that letter for its perusal wherein it has been clearly mentioned that the appellant has demanded  information from 2008 onwards, since  there are 84754 beneficiaries in various pension schemes to the demanded information thus is quite voluminous.  It has also been mentioned in a letter dated 17.2.14 demanding additional fee/document charges,  that photo copy of  I.Card be sent  in compliance with the order of  Hon’ble High Court of  Punjab and Haryana given in CWP no. 4787 of 2011 in Fruit and Merchant  Union Vs. Chief Information Commissioner and others.

During hearing, it is  noted that an E-mail dated 20.5.14 has been received in the Commission wherein the appellant has stated that he has to attend an important matter at District Court, Mohali  and cannot attend the proceedings today and  requested for adjournment of his case  to some other date, so that he could represent his case in  the interests of  justice. 

I have perused the case file  and heard Shri Virender Singh, DSWO, Moga and arrive at the conclusion  that the demanded information by the appellant is as such a  voluminous one  and attracts the provisions of  Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005 which reads as under:-

“An information shall ordinarily be provided in the form in which it is sought unless it would disproportionately divert the resources of the public authority or would be detrimental to the safety or preservation of the record in question.”


As such, the appellant is directed:

i)To select certain information out of the demanded information running into 300 pages and to inform the PIO cum DSWO,  Moga so that same is sent  to him by the PIO cum DSWO, Moga free of cost.  

ii)He is directed to inform the respondent PIO  accordingly within a period of 10 days from today.

iii)If the appellant wants to seek the entire information, he is directed to file an affidavit explaining the larger public interest involved in seeking the copious  information so that the same could be provided to him on the deposit of additional fee/document charges amounting to Rs. 10000/-  as demanded by the PIO cum DSWO,  Moga vide letter dated  17.2.14.

iv)Respondent PIO cum DSWO, Moga is further directed to supply to the appellant duly attested information running into 300 pages as identified by him, within a period of 10 days under registered cover, free of cost,  after receipt of response from appellant in this regard.

v)Both the appellant and Shri Virender Singh, PIO cum DSWO, Moga are directed to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed.

Adjourned to  4.6.2014 at 11.00 AM  for further hearing.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:20.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

        i)Shri Virender Singh,                              (REGISTERED)
          District Social  Welfare Officer, Moga 

ii)Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,                       (REGISTERED
H.No. 3402, Sector  71, 

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.

For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:20.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Harminder Singh Sandhu,

Chamber No. 329, New  Courts,

Jalandhar. 
      
                                                                                    
     Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development  & 

Panchayats  Officer,

Bhog pur Distt. Jalandhar.                                  
                          
Respondent  
                                                          CC No. 1150 of 2014

Present:  None for  complainant.
                Shri Sukhdev Kumar, Panchayat Secretary for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Harminder Singh Sandhu, complainant vide an RTI application dated  28.1.14 addressed to  PIO o/o DDPO,  Jalandhar   sought certain information on 13 points  pertaining to  Gram Panchayat Chak Sodha, Tehsil and  Block  Bhogpur,  Distt.  Jalandhar.

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 9.4.14.

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 for today.


During hearing of this case today, it is observed that DDPO  Jalandhar transferred the said RTI application vide letter dated 7.2.14 to the BDPO,  Bhogpur under the provisions of  Section 6(3) of the  RTI Act, 2005 for providing the information directly to the complainant and a copy of this letter has also been  endorsed to the complainant for information and necessary action.


During hearing of this case, it is further noted that none has put in appearance on behalf of the complainant.   It is also not clear whether the  complete information  as demanded by the complainant have been received by him or not.  

As such  Shri Bhupinder Singh, BDPO,  Bhogpur, District  Jalandhar  is directed:

i) To appear before the Commission personally alongwith Shri Sukhdev Kumar,  Panchayat Secretary on the next date of hearing with written submissions, action taken report and record for the perusal of the same by the Commission.   

ii) It is made clear that failing to attend the Commission by the BDPO, Bhogpur and Shri Sukhdev Kumar, PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Chak Sodha, Block Bhogpur could attract the penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 against them.


Shri Harminder Singh, complainant is also directed to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed to defend his case failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and the case will  be disposed of in his absence.


Adjourned to  11.6.14 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 20.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

       Copy to:

i)Shri Bhupinder Singh                                     (REGISTERED)
Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer

Bhogput, Distt. Jalandhar.  
ii) Shri   Harminder Singh Sandhu,

Chamber No. 329, New  Courts,

Jalandhar. 
For necessary compliance.                         
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 20.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Kusum Bala, S.S.Mistress

c/o Sh. Subhash Chander, 

ER 191, Pacca Bagh,

 Jalandhar City  -144001.                                                                
  
Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director Public Instructions,

(S.E) Punjab, Vidhya Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.                                                                            
    
Respondent

                                                         CC No.   674  of 2014

Present: None for Complainant.


    Shri Jaswinder Singh Nayyar, Asstt. Director (Estt.) for respondent. 
ORDER:


Ms. Kusum Bala, complainant vide an RTI application dated 4.12.2013 addressed to the Director, Education Department (S.S.) Punjab Mohali, sought photo copies of order sheet/orders dated  4.1.11, 9.2.11, 2.5.11 alongwith  copies of her statements recorded by the DPI and the copy of the action taken report made on the basis of such case pertaining to the period from 1.1.2002 to 31.12.12:


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005,she filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on17.2.2014.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. and notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case on  22.4.14, Shri  Jaswinder Singh, Asstt. Director (Estt.) o/o  DPI (SE)  requested for adjournment of 10 days as the relevant file was not traceable despite best efforts.  As such, Shri Jaswinder Singh, Asstt. Director (Estt.) was directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date of  hearing  with the written submissions, action taken report  and relevant records and it was also made clear that  failing to do so  penalty provisions under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 shall be considered to be invoked against him and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing,


During hearing of this case today,   Shri  Jaswinder Singh, Asstt. Director (Estt.) o/o  DPI (SE) handed over to the Commission a copy of letter dated  19.5.14, a copy of which has also been endorsed to the complainant wherein it has been mentioned that the information as demanded by the applicant-complainant at sr. no. 1 and 2  is not available in the office record.   Therefore, the same could not be supplied to the complainant.   He also filed an affidavit dated 20.5.14 duly attested by Notary certifying therein that the demanded information since was not available in the office record, same could not be supplied  and nothing have been concealed.

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







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 20.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Hari Krishan,

s/o Sh. Paltu Ram,

Khosa Pando Road, Duneke,

Moga. 
                                                                                    
           Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

I/c Traffic Police,
o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.                                 
                                                                            Respondent  

                                                          CC No. 1149 of 2014

Present:
None for the applicant – complainant.



Shri Paramjit Singh, Traffic Havildar 

o/o SSP Traffic Police, Distt. Moga.


ORDER:


Shri  Hari Krishan, complainant vide an RTI application dated 4.2.2014,   addressed to  the PIO cum Traffic Police Moga,  sought certain information pertaining to the operation of 7 seater tempos (three wheelers)  in Moga city contrary to the guidelines issued by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.


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 9.4.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) (b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case, Shri Paramjit Singh, Traffic Havildar, appearing for the respondent PIO, stated that the requisite information was  sent to the complainant vide letter No. 152, dated 1.5.2014. He also handed over a copy of the supplied information to the commission. However, when he was directed to contact the Inspector Traffic to verify whether the information has been sent to the applicant - complainant or not. After few minutes, Shri Paramjit Singh stated that the Inspector Traffic has informed him on phone that an official was deputed to deliver the information, it could not be delivered, as the complainant was not available at his residence. Hence the information is yet to be supplied.


In view of above facts, Shri Balbir Chand, Inspector Traffic, o/o S.S.P. Moga, is directed to attend the commission on the next date of hearing,  with written submissions, action taken report and complete record for the perusal of the same, by  the commission.


The complainant is also directed to attend the commission either in person or to depute his representative on the next date of hearing, failing which it shall be presumed that he does not want to pursue his case any more and  ex-parte proceedings will be taken.


Adjourned to 11.6.2014 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing.


Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 20.5.2014


   
      State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Balbir Chand,                                                     (Registered)

Inspector Traffic, o/o S.S.P. Moga.

-for compliance. 

Chandigarh.


                  

(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 20.5.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner 

                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Parul d/o Sh. Rajinder Prasad,

H.No. 265, Street No. 5,

Ambedkar Nagar, Model Town,

Ludhiana.
                                                                                        Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Pathankot.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o District   Education Officer, (S)

Pathankot.                                                                                            Respondent

                                                      AC No. 1004   of 2014

Present: 

Ms. Parul,Appellant in person.

Shri Pawan Kumar, PIO cum- DEO Pathankot, Shri Ashok Kumar, PIO cum Supdt. Gurdaspur, Shri Amandeep Sahni, Jr. Asstt. o/o DEO Gurdaspur  for respondents.

ORDER:



Ms. Parul,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 29.10.2013, addressed to PIO o/o  District Education Officer, (SE) Pathankot, sought  4   points information pertaining to year 2004 regarding  Link Insurance case of Miss Neeta Devi S.S. mistress Govt. Sr. Sec. School (Boys), Sujanpur, Distt.  Pathankot  (Pb.). 



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 DEO (SE), Pathankot vide letter dated 10.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   on 18.2.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties. 


On the last date of hearing on 22.4.2014, Shri Vishal,  Clerk, appearing on behalf of  respondents handed over a letter dated 1.4.2014 containing the information, duly signed by the DEO (SE), Pathankot, to the appellant in the Commission itself  where main  ground taken was that case was pending with DEO,  Gurdaspur.   


After perusal of the same, the appellant expressed her dis-satisfaction with the same. She further stated that the information pertains to her mother who had since expired in the year 2004 and despite best efforts she could not get the information.    Shri  Vishal stated that since the information pertained to the DEO (SE), Gurdaspur, the correct information could be provided by that office only. 


In view of this, Distt. Education Officer (SE), Gurdaspur  was treated as necessary party.  He was directed to  send to the appellant the correct and complete information within a period of 15 days under his signatures.   DEO (SE),  Pathankot was directed to send all the papers of the appellant pertaining to her RTI  Application dated  29.10.13 to the DEO (SE),  Gurdaspur so that the information could be  provided to the appellant in time.


Shri Pawan Kumar, DEO (SE), Pathankot and DEO (SE) Gurdaspur alongwith Shri Ashok Kumar,  PIO cum Supdt. o/o  DEO (SE), Gurdaspur were directed to appear personally  on the next fixed date with one set of relevant information provided to the appellant for the perusal of the same by the Commission and the case was adjourned to  20.5.2014 for further proceedings.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Pawan Kumar DEO Pathankot handed over a set of documents to Ms. Parul, applicant-appellant containing the information. After the perusal of the same for half an hour, Ms. Parul gave in writing that she has received the complete information to her satisfaction. 

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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:20.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Gurdev Kaur w/o Sh. Sampuran Singh,

# 142, Gali no. 1-B,

Farid Nagar , Rampura Phool,

Distt. Bathinda -151103.                                                                        
  

Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(SE) Bathinda. 

                                                                                                   
    Respondent

                                                          CC No.  807   of 2014

Present:        Smt. Gurdev Kaur, Complainant in person.



Shri Krishan Kumar, Gupta, Dy.DEO (SE), Bathinda, Shri Kaur Singh, 

Sr. Asstt. and Shri Maghi Ram, Jr. Asstt. o/o DEO (SE) Bathinda for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Smt. Gurdev Kaur complainant vide an RTI application dated 14.11.2013, addressed to   District Education Officer,(S.E.), Bathinda, sought copy of the calculation slip for Rs. 290505/- which was paid as interest due to the late payment. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 28.2.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.


On the last date of hearing i.e 29.4.2014, it was noted that a communication  dated  28.4.14 had  received in the Commission under the signatures of PIO cum Dy. DEO,  Bathinda wherein he had requested for an adjournment of this case to some other date, due to the election duties of entire staff. 


However, Ms. Gurdev   Kaur, complainant   stated that she had been provided the calculation slip  vide letter no. 704-706/9835, dated 4.4.14.   However, it was not clear as to how this calculation had been made. But in view of above submissions made by the PIO cum Dy. DEO (SE), Bathinda, case was adjourned to today for further hearing. 


As such, PIO cum Dy. DEO (SE), Bathinda was directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next fixed date with written submissions, action taken report and records for its perusal by the commission.


Today, both the parties have been heard , it is observed that the correct, complete information as demanded by the complainant vide her RTI application dated 14.11.2013,   have already   been supplied to her vide letter No. 704-06/9835 dated 4.4.2014.

As such, since no cause of action survived further, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.

                                                                (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 20.5.2014


   
      State Information Commissioner. 

                                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kewal Krishan,

c/o Iqbal Singh Verka, Advocate,

157, Opp. Gurudrawa Nanaksar Verka,

 Distt, Amritsar.                                                                                 
  Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director Public Instructions,

Elementary Education, Punjab,

 Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.   

Public Information Office

o/o  Director Public Instructions (EE)

Punjab,  Mohali







Respondent

                                                          CC No.  877   of 2014
Present: 
None for  complainant.

S/Shri Harcharan Singh, BPEO, Verka, and Sukhbir Singh, Clerk o/o BPEO Verka at Amritsar and Shri Amarjit Singh, Sr. Asstt  o/o DPI (EE) for respondents.

ORDER:
  
Shri Kewal Krishan, complainant vide an RTI application  addressed to   PIO o/o Director Public Instructions (EE), Punjab sought an action taken report on the release of retiral benefits of the applicant with reference to memo. no. Admn. 1-2-2011, dated 13.12.11 addressed to all  DEOs.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 10.3.14.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.


On the last date of hearing on 15.5.2014, Shri Harcharan Singh, BPEO Verka at Amritsar, appearing on behalf of respondent PIO cum DEO (EE),  stated that the requisite information had been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 9.5.14.


However, since the complainant was not present nor anyone attended the Commission on his behalf, he was  therefore, directed to attend  the Commission either in person or to depute an authorized representative  to pursue the matter on the next fixed date failing which it had to be presumed that he had nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings shall be taken and the case was adjourned to  20.5.2014 for further hearing.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Harcharan Singh, BPEO Verka at Amritsar, attending the commission on behalf of respondent PIO cum D.E.O (EE) Amritsar, stated that they have already provided the information on 9.5.2014. He further handed  over the commission a duly signed letter by Shri Kewal Krishan, expressing    full satisfaction with the provided information,


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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 20.5.2014


   
         State Information Commissioner. 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Surinder Kaur,

c/o Iqbal Singh Verka, Advocate,

157, Opp. Gurudrawa Nanaksar Verka,

 Distt, Amritsar.                                                          
              Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o  The Director Public Instructions,

Elementary Education, Punjab,

 Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                                                                       
    

Public Information Office

o/o  Director Public Instructions (EE)

Punjab,  Mohali






Respondent

                                                          CC No.  875   of 2014
Present: 
None for  complainant.

S/Shri Harcharan Singh, BPEO, Verka, and Sukhbir Singh, Clerk o/o BPEO Verka at Amritsar and Shri Amarjit Singh, Sr. Asstt  o/o DPI (EE) for respondents.
ORDER:

  
Ms.  Surinder Kaur, complainant vide an RTI application dated 23.8.13  addressed to   PIO o/o Director Public Instructions (EE), Punjab sought an action taken report on the release of retiral benefits of the applicant with reference to memo. no. Admn. 1-2-2011, dated 13.12.11 addressed to all  DEOs.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 10.3.14.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.

On the last date of hearing on 15.5.2014, Shri Harcharan Singh, BPEO Verka at Amritsar, appearing on behalf of respondent PIO cum DEO (EE),  stated that the requisite information had been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 9.5.14.


However, since the complainant was not present nor anyone attended the Commission on her behalf, she was   therefore, directed to attend  the Commission either in person or to depute an authorized representative  to pursue the matter on the next fixed date failing which it had to be presumed that she had nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings shall be taken and the case was adjourned to  20.5.2014 for further hearing.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Harcharan Singh, BPEO Verka at Amritsar, attending the commission on behalf of respondent PIO cum D.E.O (EE) Amritsar, stated that they have already provided the information on 9.5.2014. He further handed   over the commission a duly signed letter by Ms.  Surinder Kaur,  expressing    full satisfaction with the provided information.

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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 20.5.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

                                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Surinderpal Kaur,

c/o Iqbal Singh Verka, Advocate,

157, Opp. Gurudrawa Nanaksar Verka,

 Distt, Amritsar.                                                                      
              Complainant

Vs.

Public Information  Officer

O/o  The Director Public Instructions,

Elementary Education, Punjab,

Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.  

Public Information Office

o/o  Director Public Instructions (EE)

Punjab,  Mohali.                                                                  
            Respondent

                                                          CC No.  878   of 2014
Present: 
None for  complainant.

S/Shri Harcharan Singh, BPEO, Verka, and Sukhbir Singh, Clerk o/o BPEO Verka at Amritsar and Shri Amarjit Singh, Sr. Asstt  o/o DPI (EE) for respondents.

ORDER:

  
Ms.  Surinder Pal  Kaur, complainant vide an RTI application dated 19.9.13  addressed to   PIO o/o Director Public Instructions (EE), Punjab sought an action taken report on the release of retiral benefits of the applicant with reference to memo. no. Admn. 1-2-2011, dated 13.12.11 addressed to all  DEOs.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 10.3.14.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.


On the last date of hearing on 15.5.2014, Shri Harcharan Singh, BPEO Verka at Amritsar, appearing on behalf of respondent PIO cum DEO (EE),  stated that the requisite information had been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 9.5.14.


However, since the complainant was not present nor anyone attended the Commission on her behalf, she was   therefore, directed to attend  the Commission either in person or to depute an authorized representative  to pursue the matter on the next fixed date failing which it had to be presumed that she had nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings shall be taken and the case was adjourned to  20.5.2014 for further hearing.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Harcharan Singh, BPEO Verka at Amritsar, attending the commission on behalf of respondent PIO cum D.E.O (EE) Amritsar, stated that they have already provided the information on 9.5.2014. He further handed   over the commission a duly signed letter by Ms.  Surinderpal Kaur, expressing    full satisfaction with the provided information.

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

Chandigarh.





 

(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 20.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

