STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94171-68380)

Sh. Deepak Mudgil,

Military Station Road,

Opp. Chankya School,

Fazilka-152123 

Distt. Ferozepur






        … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Fazilka







         …Respondent

CC- 190/2011
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Deepak Mudgil in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Vinod Kumar, Village Development Organiser (98729-00370)



The instant complaint has been filed with the Commission on 18.01.2011 when, in response to original application dated 10.12.2010, no information was provided by the respondent. Sh. Mudgil sought the following information: 

“Information pertaining to the streets brought up on the Military Station Road in village Koria:

1.
Name / designation of the competent authorities who prepared and approved the plan for the subject streets.

2.
Name of agency laying the subject streets;

3.
Rate at which the contract has been awarded.

4.
Amount / funds sanctioned for laying / construction of the subject streets and the payments made;

5.
Names / designations of the officials and officers who inspected the subject streets and approved payment of the expenses;

6.
Type of guarantee provided for, in the contract for laying the subject streets;
7.
When and on what basis the decision to lay the subject streets was taken?  Attested copies of the relevant documents be provided.

8.
Under section 2(j)(3), every citizen has a right to get an








Contd….2/-
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approved sample of the material used in the government works.  I want such a sample approved by the department.  The sample be taken in my presence from the place of my choice; it should be sealed and the department to give a certificate that the sealed sample is actual sample of the material.  Please inform me the date, time and place so that I could come to collect the sample.” 



Respondent present states that the information is not available with his office but it is with the office of Executive Engineer, Panchayati Raj, Fazilka.  It has, however, been observed that Sh. Vinod Kumar who has appeared on behalf of the respondent, has no knowledge of the provisions of the RTI Act 2005. 


Since the application has not been transferred to the office of Executive Engineer, Panchayati Raj, Fazilka as per provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 within the stipulated period of five days, it is now the responsibility of the PIO, office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Fazilka to obtained the information from whichever quarter it is available and provide the same to the complainant, within 15 days, under intimation to the Commission. 



In the next hearing, BDO-PIO Sh. Harkishan Lal shall appear in person to explain his case.



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Panch

S/o Sh. Piare Lal,

Village Kandhwala Amarkot,

Tehsil Abohar,

Distt. Ferozepur 






       … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Abohar (Distt. Ferozepur)




       
         …Respondent

CC- 171/2011
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


The present complaint dated nil has been filed with the Commission (received in the office on 18.01.2011) by Sh. Rajesh Kumar, when, in response to his application dated 07.10.2010 under the RTI Act 2005, no information was provided.     The complainant had sought the following information: 

“1.
Details of funds received for payment to the pensioners by the Gram Panchayat of  village Kandhwala Amarkot, Block Abohar from June 2008 till date; details of payments made to the beneficiaries and the amount returned un-utilised due to death of the pensioners.  Please also provide month-wise details of special pension under the BPL quota.

2.
How much grant was received by the Gram Panchayat of village Kandhwala Amarkot, Block Abohar for setting up cremation grounds for Harijans?  How was the amount spent?  Please provide photocopies of the relevant material bills, labour muster rolls, construction material etc. and copies of the resolutions passed by the Gram Panchayat. 

3.
Details of various new streets brought up by the Gram Panchayat of village Kandhwala Amarkot, Block Abohar; the amount of grant received for the same; details of expenditure; details of repairs undertaken in existing streets; details of new and old bricks used. Please also provide photocopies of the relevant material bills, labour muster rolls, construction material etc. and copies of the resolutions passed by the Gram Panchayat. “
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None of the parties is present and no communication has been received.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant as per his original application dated 07.10.2010 under intimation to the Commission.   


Complainant shall also inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction.



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nand Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

Panch,

Gram Panchayat,

Ramuwala Harchoka-142040

(Tehsil & Distt. Moga)





        … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Gram Panchayat, 

Ramuwala Harchoka, 
Moga-1







         …Respondent

CC- 125/2011  
Order

Present:
Complainant in person assisted by Sh. H.S. Rathi (97805-57163)


None for the respondent.



In this case, vide application dated 22.11.2010, complainant sought the following information: 

“Regarding getting the following from Harmel Kaur, present Sarpanch:

1.
In which bank, fee @ Rs. 300/- per connection for release of 90 water connections, amounting to Rs. 27,000/- was deposited?  A copy of the receipt be provided.  

2.
In which bank, fee of contract for catching fish for the period 09.10.2010 to 09.10. was deposited?  A copy of the receipt along with copy of the bank statement be provided.  

3.
Copy of receipt of fee for leasing out the Shamlat land (Rs. 90,600/-) up to June, 2008 be provided.”



Complainant also submits that the respondent office, vide letter dated 25.11.2010, forwarded the request to Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 for providing the information.
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When no information was provided, the present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 05.01.2011 (received in the office on 13.01.2011).



Respondent, vide letter dated 25.11.2010 transferred the application of the complainant dated 22.11.2010 to Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1, within the stipulated time limit of five days, as per provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.    This transfer being in time is accepted.


Accordingly, Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 is impleaded as respondent and directions are given that complete information as per original application be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 28.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  


After the hearing was over, Ms. Harmel Kaur, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 (98153-08967) appeared on behalf of the respondent.   She stated that the Panchayat Secretary is handicapped and is unable to come to Chandigarh.  She made written submissions which read as under: -
“It is submitted that the information has been provided in time to the applicant - Nand Singh Baljit Singh etc.   These two men are bent on harassing me as I am a lady-Sarpanch.   They had beaten me up and a court case for the same is pending. 

They even tore the proceedings register of the Gram Panchayat and a complaint case in the matter is pending with the DSP, Moga.   They try to stop me from going out and they come after me and extend threats.   They may kindly be checked.”
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It is pointed out here that it is not in the purview of the RTI Act, 2005 to deal with or take up such submissions.  



If the respondent is unable to visit the Commission, he can send an authorized representative to present the case.



It is directed that complete and relevant information be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 28.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nand Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

Panch,

Gram Panchayat,

Ramuwala Harchoka-142040

(Tehsil & Distt. Moga)





       … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Gram Panchayat, 

Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 




         …Respondent

CC- 126/2011 
Order

Present:
Complainant in person assisted by Sh. H.S. Rathi (97805-57163)



None for the respondent.



In this case, vide application dated 22.11.2010, complainant sought the following information: 

“Regarding getting the following, from Harmel Kaur, present Sarpanch:

1.
Copy of the blank (un-utilised) pages of the Cash Book from 6/08 to 28.08.2008, and 31.03.2009 to 22.11.2010.  

2.
Account-Statement of the Bank with whom the funds as reflected in the cash book, are placed.”



Complainant also submits that the respondent office, vide letter dated 25.11.2010, forwarded the request to Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 for providing the information.



When no information was provided, the present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 05.01.2011 (received in the office on 13.01.2011).

 
Respondent, vide letter dated 25.11.2010 transferred the application of the complainant dated 22.11.2010 to Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1, within the stipulated time limit of five days, as per provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.    This transfer being in time is accepted.
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Accordingly, Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 is impleaded as respondent and directions are given that complete information as per original application be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 28.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  


After the hearing was over, Ms. Harmel Kaur, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 (98153-08967) appeared on behalf of the respondent.   She stated that the Panchayat Secretary is handicapped and is unable to come to Chandigarh.  She made written submissions which read as under: -

“It is submitted that the information has been provided in time to the applicant - Nand Singh Baljit Singh etc.   These two men are bent on harassing me as I am a lady-Sarpanch.   They had beaten me up and a court case for the same is pending. 

They even tore the proceedings register of the Gram Panchayat and a complaint case in the matter is pending with the DSP, Moga.   They try to stop me from going out and they come after me and extend threats.   They may kindly be checked.”



It is pointed out here that it is not in the purview of the RTI Act, 2005 to deal with or take up such submissions.  



If the respondent is unable to visit the Commission, he can send an authorized representative to present the case.



It is directed that complete and relevant information be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.
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For further proceedings, to come up on 28.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nand Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

Panch,

Gram Panchayat,

Ramuwala Harchoka-142040 (Tehsil & Distt. Moga)

       … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Gram Panchayat, 

Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 




         …Respondent

CC- 127/2011
Order

Present:
Complainant in person assisted by Sh. H.S. Rathi (97805-57163)



None for the respondent.



In this case, vide application dated 22.11.2010, complainant sought the following information: 

“Regarding getting the Utilisation Certificate from Harmel Kaur, present Sarpanch, in respect of:

1.
Cremation ground;

2.
Repairs to the streets;

3.
Construction of new streets;

4.
Dharamshala (SC);

5.
Besides, U.C. for other expenses incurred from 09.08.2008 to 22.11.2010.”



Complainant also submits that the respondent office, vide letter dated 25.11.2010, forwarded the request to Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 for providing the information.



When no information was provided, the present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 05.01.2011 (received in the office on 13.01.2011).



Respondent, vide letter dated 25.11.2010 transferred the application of the complainant dated 22.11.2010 to Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1, within the stipulated time limit of five days, as per provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.    This transfer being in time is accepted.
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Accordingly, Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 is impleaded as respondent and directions are given that complete information as per original application be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 28.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  


After the hearing was over, Ms. Harmel Kaur, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 (98153-08967) appeared on behalf of the respondent.   She stated that the Panchayat Secretary is handicapped and is unable to come to Chandigarh.  She made written submissions which read as under: -

“It is submitted that the information has been provided in time to the applicant - Nand Singh Baljit Singh etc.   These two men are bent on harassing me as I am a lady-Sarpanch.   They had beaten me up and a court case for the same is pending. 

They even tore the proceedings register of the Gram Panchayat and a complaint case in the matter is pending with the DSP, Moga.   They try to stop me from going out and they come after me and extend threats.   They may kindly be checked.”



It is pointed out here that it is not in the purview of the RTI Act, 2005 to deal with or take up such submissions.  



If the respondent is unable to visit the Commission, he can send an authorized representative to present the case.



It is directed that complete and relevant information be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.
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For further proceedings, to come up on 28.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nand Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

Panch,

Gram Panchayat,

Ramuwala Harchoka-142040

(Tehsil & Distt. Moga)





        … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Gram Panchayat, 

Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 




        …Respondent

CC- 128/2011  
Order

Present:
Complainant in person assisted by Sh. H.S. Rathi (97805-57163)



None for the respondent.



In this case, vide application dated 22.11.2010, complainant sought the following information: 

“Regarding getting the following from Harmel Kaur, present Sarpanch:

1.
Copies of resolutions passed in the proceedings from 25.12.2008 to 22.11.2010; 

2.
For the period 29.08.2008 to 22.11.2010, photocopies of the amounts received vide various bills and receipts;

3.
Construction of new streets;

4.
Dharamshala (SC);

5.
From 19.04.2010 to 22.11.2010, copies of un-used pages of Receipt (Book) No. 4”



Complainant also submits that the respondent office, vide letter dated 25.11.2010, forwarded the request to Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 for providing the information.



When no information was provided, the present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 05.01.2011 (received in the office on 13.01.2011).



Respondent, vide letter dated 25.11.2010 transferred the
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application of the complainant dated 22.11.2010 to Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1, within the stipulated time limit of five days, as per provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.    This transfer being in time is accepted.



Accordingly, Sh. Surjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 is impleaded as respondent and directions are given that complete information as per original application be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 28.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  


After the hearing was over, Ms. Harmel Kaur, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 (98153-08967) appeared on behalf of the respondent.   She stated that the Panchayat Secretary is handicapped and is unable to come to Chandigarh.  She made written submissions which read as under: -

“It is submitted that the information has been provided in time to the applicant - Nand Singh Baljit Singh etc.   These two men are bent on harassing me as I am a lady-Sarpanch.   They had beaten me up and a court case for the same is pending. 

They even tore the proceedings register of the Gram Panchayat and a complaint case in the matter is pending with the DSP, Moga.   They try to stop me from going out and they come after me and extend threats.   They may kindly be checked.”



It is pointed out here that it is not in the purview of the RTI Act, 2005 to deal with or take up such submissions.  



If the respondent is unable to visit the Commission, he can send an authorized representative to present the case.
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It is directed that complete and relevant information be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 28.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Amar Nath

H. No. 33159, Street No. 1,

Partap Nagar,

Bathinda – 151005






        … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda







         …Respondent

CC- 123/2011
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Tirath Ram (97800-42103)



Vide application dated 02.12.2010, complainant sought the following information: 
“1.
By whose directions has the drain passing along house no. 33158, 33157, 33156 and 33155 been disconnected?

2.
Copy of the estimate of expenses incurred; and whether this estimate was only for the said four houses or for the entire drain of the street?

3.
What is the amount spent for the screening hole in the drain with respect to house no. 33159? 

4.
Name, designation and address of the officer who supplied material for the said screening hole.

5.
Copy of the order pursuant to which the said screening hole has been provided?

6.
Earlier, the water used to flow from house no. 33159 towards house no. 33158.  Now this has been changed to flow from house no. 33158 to 33159.   What was the factor requiring the same?”



When no response was received, the instant complaint dated 03.01.2011 has been filed with the Commission (received in the office on 13.01.2011)



Sh. Tirath Ram, respondent present states that complete information as per original application has been delivered to the complainant on 07.01.2011 against his acknowledgment in the Peon Book.   However, the same has not been brought to the court.   He also stated that a copy of the said letter
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had also been endorsed to the Commission.  The same has not been received in the office. 


Respondent also stated that vide letter dated 16.02.2011, the information was again sent to the complainant by speed post, after receipt of notice of hearing from the Commission. 



Complainant is directed to inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information provided. 



Respondent shall bring the Peon Book containing acknowledgment of the complainant, in the next hearing.



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Kukkar

Phase I,

Civil Lines,

Fazilka-152123






        … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Education Officer (Secondary)

Ferozepur







         …Respondent

CC- 155/2011 
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Gulshan (98884-82109)


For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. (98554-84216)



A letter dated 21.02.2011 has been received which is addressed by one Sh. S.M. Bhanot, authorized representative of the complainant Sh. Ashwani Kukkar and reads as under: 



“Request for adjournment.
On account of unavoidable personal assignment, I am going to Ranchi and shall not be able to attend the proceedings of the above case on 23.02.2011.

Kindly adjourn the case to some other date and oblige.”



In the meantime, one Sh. Gulshan (named above) appeared and stated he had been sent by one Sh. Arora to attend the proceedings on behalf of the complainant.  It is noted that he appeared without any authority letter.



Complainant, vide form A dated 15.05.2009, sought various information pertaining to the legal notice dated 19.11.2008 served by Smt. Ranjna, wife of the complainant, upon the Secretary Education, Punjab; DPI (Secondary) Chandigarh and the D.E.O. (Secondary) Ferozepur.


Complainant states that in this connection, he even made complaint to the ld. District Consumer Disputes Redressal Forum, Ferozepur and an appeal before the ld. State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh, which in my opinion, has no relevance with seeking information under the RTI Act 2005.  










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



Complainant has, however, filed the instant complaint dated 12.01.2011 with the Commission (received in the office on 17.01.2011) when no information was provided. 



Respondent present submitted that response to the application of the complainant was sent vide communication dated 03.06.2009.  A copy of the same has been submitted, which reads: 

“In response to your letter dated 15.05.2009 is third-party and also concerns other offices.  Therefore, this cannot be provided. 
If you are not satisfied with the response, you can file an appeal before the higher appellate authority within 30 days.  Name and address of the appellate authority is as under:


Sh. Harbans Singh Chahal,


Pubic Information Officer-cum-DEO (SE)

Ferozepur.”



It is pointed out that laid down procedure has to be followed while declining any information on the ground of its being third-party.  Moreover, no relevant section of the Act pertaining to such information has been specified by the respondent.


In the next hearing, Sh. H.K.L. Chopra, Dy. DEO (SE) Ferozepur shall appear in person to explain the matter.



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98726-47021)

Ms. Priya Monga

D/o Sh. Vijay Kumar Monga,

Malkana Mohalla,

Adarsh Nagar

Gali No. 5,

Fazilka-152123 (Distt. Ferozepur)




      … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Education Officer (Elementary)

Ferozepur







         …Respondent

CC- 142/2011
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Baldev Singh, Sr. Asstt. (94632-37158)



The instant complaint which is without date, has been filed with the Commission (received in the office on 14.01.2011) since no information has been provided, sought vide application dated 19.11.2010.    Ms. Priya Monga had sought the following: 

“A registered complaint was sent to your office on 20.10.2009 (copy enclosed).  No action has been taken.   In this connection, please provide me the following:

1.
Daily progress report on my above letter.  Who were the officers who attended to it and how long did it remain with each of them?  The action taken by the said officers may also be provided.

2.
As per the rules of the department, what was the time limit for disposal of my request?  Has the above time limit been observed in this case?

3.
Please provide names and designations of the officers who were required to take action on the said application but did not do so.

4.
What action will be taken against the erring officers for dereliction of duties and for harassing me?  When is the same expected to be done?

5.
What action has been taken on the Memo. No. 1282-7/79-09-E2(1) dated 14.10.2010 addressed by the office of Director Education Department (Secondary Education) to the D.E.O. (SE) Ferozepur?
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6.
When could I expect my job to be done?”



Respondent has brought the information to the court.  It is therefore, directed that a copy of the same be sent to the complainant by registered post, under intimation to the Commission. 



A letter has been received from Ms. Priya Monga regretting her inability to attend the court today on grounds of ill-health and an adjournment is sought, which is granted. 



Complainant shall inform the Court if the information provided is to her satisfaction. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94174-88134)

Sh. Ram Singh Paul,

60-B, Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana – 141001.






       … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Chandigarh







         …Respondent

CC- 138/2011 
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ram Singh Paul in person.


None for the respondent.



Vide written request dated 06.10.2010, complainant sought the following information: 

“1.
Whether Improvement Trust(s) is / are bound to implement the guidelines / directions / instructions / amendments issued by the Apex Authority of Department of Local Government, Punjab, from time to time in true letter and spirit?

2.
Whether the Apex Authority itself is bound to implement these guidelines / directions / instructions / amendments in their own department in the State as issued to the Improvement Trust(s) from time to time?”



Complainant further submitted that the Respondent PIO, vide letter dated 27.10.2010 informed the complainant that as per the RTI Act and the instructions dated 25.04.2008 issued by the Govt. of India, there is no stipulation for providing replies to the queries / questions.   Resultantly, the instant complaint dated 29.12.2010 has been filed with the Commission (received in the office on 07.01.2011) when no information was provided. 



Complainant is present and states that no information has been provided to him.   He also submitted that without quoting any relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, the information is being denied.  


None is present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.



It is pointed out there is no provision in the RTI Act imposing such a restriction.











Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent PIO to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  


After the hearing was over, Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Supdt.-PIO (98721-86028) appeared on behalf of the respondent.  The communication from his office addressed to the complainant in response to his application for information was shown to him.   He submitted that he had joined only recently and would go through the file and make submissions.  Sh. Sukhdev Singh has been informed of the proceedings in today’s hearing, including the next date of hearing. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98722-10165)

Sh. Surjit Singh,

4, S.K.S. Nagar,

Phase 3 Extension,

Matharoo Chowk,

Jawadi (Ludhiana)







 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Chuhar Chak,

Distt. Moga


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal,

Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Chuhar Chak,

Distt. Moga






       …Respondents

AC - 48/2011
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Surjit Singh in person.


None for the respondent.



Vide form ‘A’ dated 27.07.2010, Sh. Surjit Singh sought the following information: -

“Certified copies of documents of Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Chuhar Chak, Distt. Moga, as under: 

1.
Attendance register of teaching staff;

2.
Movement Register;

3.
Order Book;

4.
School Time Table including teachers’ time table.

5.
Receipt & Despatch register for the period.”



Sh. Singh further states that the respondent PIO, vide letter dated 12.08.2010, returned the IPO of Rs. 10/- submitted with the application and declined the information taking plea of the decision of the Hon’ble Commission rendered in AC No. 532.  Appellant also submits that vide letter dated 06.09.2010, he wrote back to the PIO taking objection.  First appeal was preferred with the First Appellate Authority on 06.10.2010 and on the same date
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i.e. 06.10.2010, after posting of the appeal, a communication dated 21.09.2010 was received from the Principal of the School informing that since the information was sought during the tenure of Ms. Sudesh Bajaj, the-then Principal, hence his request had been sent to her for the needful, who is now posted at Jagraon (Ludhiana)


The instant second appeal has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 10.01.2011 (received in the office on 14.01.2011).



No information has so far been provided to the appellant despite the fact that the original application was submitted on 27.07.2010. None is present on behalf of the respondent.  Thus none of the directions of the Commission contained in the notice of hearing have been complied with.



Therefore, PIO, Govt. Senior Secondary School, Chuhar Chak (Distt. Moga) is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO 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 date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



Respondent is also directed to provide complete and relevant information to the appellant within a period of 15 days, under intimation to the Commission.



PIO is also directed to be personally present in the next hearing. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

 Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98142-26476)

Sh. Pritam Singh Bhangu,

Lecturer Punjabi,

Govt. Brijindra College,

Faridkot








  …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (Secondary)

Faridkot


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (Secondary)

Faridkot






       …Respondents

AC - 46/2011
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. P.S. Bhangu in person. 


For the respondent: Sh. Lakhvir Singh, Supdt. (98889-67785)



Appellant, vide form ‘A’ dated 01.10.2010, sought the following information: -

“1.
A copy of the complainant against Pinder Pal Kaur and Baljit Kaur, by the Principal, Senior Secondary School, Hari Nau published in the newspapers.
2.
A copy of the order appointing the Enquiry Officer by the D.E.O. (S.E.) Faridkot;

3.
A copy of the enquiry report and copies of the statements taken during the enquiry proceedings.

4.
Copy of the questionnaires got filled by the Enquiry Officer from the teaching fraternity. 

5.
Copy of action taken by the D.E.O. (S.E.) Faridkot.”



Appellant further states that the PIO declined the information being third party, in terms of section 8(j) of the RTI Act.



The present appeal with the Commission has been filed vide letter dated 29.12.2010 (received in the office on 14.01.2011) when no information was provided. 



Respondent has submitted a letter dated 23.02.2011 wherein it is stated: 
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“That the applicant, vide application dated 01.10.2010 sought certain information.  He was information vide this office letter No. A-5/1 (2010)/2185 dated 08.11.2010, the same was declined as per provisions of Section 8(j) of the RTI Act, 2005.

That applicant filed first appeal on 18.11.2010 pleading that the information sought had not been provided while vide this office letter No. A-5/1 (2010)/2276 dated 29.11.2010 sent by registered post, he was informed that the information could not be provided as the same pertained to third party. 
That no provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 have been violated.

It is relevant to submit that the enquiry is pending with the Director General, School Education, Punjab, Chandigarh.  Therefore, at the moment, it shall be against the interests of the department to part with the said information.

Therefore, the present appeal being No. 46/11 may be kindly be disposed of.” 



Respondent present also stated that they had sought consent of the third party in writing as required under the RTI Act, 2005.  He also stated that the relevant record has not been brought to the court. 



It is observed that the Public Information Officer and the First Appellate Authority is one and the same person in this case which is not understandable.  The order of the First Appellate Authority to decline the information has been passed without giving an opportunity of hearing to the appellant.  The procedure laid down in the Act has also not been followed.  


Directions are given that complete and relevant information be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.



Sh. Baljit Brar, DEO(S)-PIO-cum-First Appellate Authority, shall appear in person in the next hearing and present his case.


For further proceedings, to come up on 17.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94636-66155)

Sh.  Balbir Aggarwal,

B.O. 167-B,

Industrial Estate,

Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana. 







…..Complainant



 



Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana



                                 
  …..Respondent

CC- 2920/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Pardeep Singh Bains, Tehsildar Ludhiana (East) (98558-00024)



Arguments of both the parties heard.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 30.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.02.2011



State Information Commissioner  

