`                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S.Hundal

# 3402, Sector 71,

Mohali.                                                                                                     Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev)
Moga.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.                                                                                                    Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1010   of 2014

Present:

None for the appellant;
Shri Ram Parvesh APIO cum Asstt. Project Officer, o/o ADC(D) Moga. For the respondent PIO.
ORDER:



Shri H.S.Hundal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 20.11.2013 , addressed to PIO,  o/o Additional Deputy Commissioner,  Moga, sought following  information on 5  points :-

1. Registration numbers, make and names of owners of all vehicles used/engaged/hired during the election process on both these elections.

2. Certified copies of all documents showing the hiring of these vehicles.

3. Details of petrol/diesel  filled in all these vehicles datewise.

4. Certified copies of all Bills/vouchers, invoices submitted by all Petrol Pumps for the payments of  Petrol/Diesel to these Petrol Pumps.
5. Certified copies of all documents showing the details of all payments made to all these petrol pumps.

                  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. Deputy Commissioner Moga,  vide letter dated 27.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 19.2.2014,  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today,  it is noted that a communication under the signatures of Shri Ajmer Singh, PCS, PIO cum Additional Deputy Commissioner(D) Moga have been received in the  commission vide letter no. 15, dated 10.4.2014, on 21.4.2014 alongwith 29 annexures containing the point wise information. The respondent PIO cum ADC (D) has also filed a detailed submission vide letter dated 24.4.2014 wherein it has been mentioned that the requisite information has been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 1921 dated 3.1.2014.  However, after he pointed out certain discrepancies, he has again been sent information vide letter no. 2025 dated 7.2.2014 , what so ever was available in the office record. He has further mentioned categorically under his signatures that complete information what so ever was available on the office record of the Deputy Commissioner, Moga have been supplied to the appellant. 

A communication- Email message  from the appellant Shri H.S.Hundal,  has been received in the commission on 24.4.2014 stating therein that he has not received the complete information till date and one letter has been received yesterday, in which vital information is missing and also requested  an adjournment for hearing him.
Shri Ram Parvesh,  APIO cum Asstt. Project Officer, o/o ADC(D) Moga , appearing for the PIO respondent, stated that on appellant’s filing first appeal with the Deputy  Commissioner, Moga, registered notice was issued to him to appear before the FAA cum  D.C. Moga . However, the appellant did not turn up. The requisite information has been supplied to him on  3.1.2014, 7.2.2014 and  10.4.2014. Since the appellant is not  present today. He is afforded one more opportunity to attend the commission either in person or  through his authorized representative to appear before the commission failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and the further proceedings in this appeal case  would be taken without any adjournment. 
i)
In the mean while, the appellant is directed to file his written observations to Shri Ajmer Singh, PCS, PIO cum ADC (D) Moga, for any   discrepancy regarding the provided information, who would respond back to the appellant within a period of 7 days. The PIO cum A.D.C.(D)  shall also file self attested affidavit on the next date of hearing certifying therein that the information with reference to the RTI application dated  20.11.2013  filed by the appellant have been supplied to him in To-to whatsoever was available in the office record and nothing has been concealed therefrom.
ii)
Shri Ajmer Singh PCS, Respondent PIO cum ADC (D)  Moga is directed to attend the commission personally on the next fixed date.
Adjourned to 22.5.2014 at 11.00 A.M. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.4.2014



           State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to 


Shri Ajmer Singh, PCS, PIO cum                            (Registered)


Additional Deputy Commissioner(D) 


Moga.


For compliance.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.4.2014



           State Information Commissioner 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satnam Singh Sekhon,

.s/o Sh. Kartar Singh Vi.. Tandi

P.O. Laroya, distt. Jalandhar.                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayts Officer,
Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer,

Jalandhar.                                                                                              Respondent   
                                                      AC No.  1011  of 2014

Present:

None for the parties.
ORDER:



Shri Satnam Singh Sekhon,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  23.11.2012, addressed to PIO cum Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar, sought certain information   pertaining to the formation of the committee which was constituted   for supervising the work of MANREGA scheme of Gram Panchayat Tandi , block Bhogpur, distt. Jalandhar for the  year 2008. 



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 D.D.P.O. Jalandhar vide letter dated  24.12.2012  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  19.2.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


The perusal of the case file reveals that this case was earlier heard by Shri Harinderpal Singh Mann, who disposed of the same  on 26.9.2013, mentioning in the order that Shri Mohmd. Iqbal  Shah, Village Panchayat Secretary has given in writing that the remaining information will be given to the appellant with in a period of one week. 
However, appellant has sent in writing that the same has not been provided to him till date.
 


It is further noted that  the Panchayat Secretary village Tandi  did not attend the commission today   and no information has been supplied  to the appellant till date. As such  a show cause notice is issued to  Shri Mohd. Iqbal Shah,PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, to explain in writing by furnishing a self attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on him for not providing any information to the appellant  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 Mohd. Iqbal Shah, Panchayat Secretary,  PIO o/o BDPO Bhogpur 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 Mohd. Iqbal Shah, Panchayat Secretary, and Shri Bharpur Singh PIO cum BDPO Bhogpur, are further directed to ensure  personal presence on the next date fixed along with one set of provided information, 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 Mohd. Iqbal Shah, Panchayat Secretary, Vill. Tandi, Block Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar  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 23.11.2012 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.

It is further noted that a letter dated 24.4.2014 from  the appellant received in the commission,  requesting  for an adjournment of this date to some other date.

In view of this the case is adjourned to 28.5.2014. The appellant is directed to appear on that day personally or through his authorized representative failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and ex parte  proceedings will  be taken up.


To come up on 28.5.2015 at 11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.4.2014



        State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to 


Shri Mohd. Iqbal Shah,                                      (Registered)

Panchayat Secretary, 


 PIO o/o  BDPO Bhogpur 


Distt Jalandhar.


Shri Bhupinder Singh,


Block Development & Panchayat Officer,           (Registered)

Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar.


-for strict compliance.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.4.2014



        State Information Commissioner. 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Bharat Bhushan s/o Sh. Dev Raj

V.P.O. Baknaur, 

Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot.                                                                           Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,
Narot Jaimal Singh,

Distt. Pathankot.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Distt. Dev. & Panchayats Officer,

Pathankot.                                                                                            Respondent   
                                                      AC No. 1013  of 2014

Present:

Shri Bharat Bhushan  appellant in person;
Shri Jagir Singh,  PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Baknaur,  Shri Gurbinder Singh Panchayat Secretary o/o BDPO Narot Jaimal Singh, Distt. Pathankot,
ORDER:



Shri Bharat Bhushan Appellant vide an RTI application dated 17.10.2013  , addressed to PIO cum BDPO  Narot Jaimal Singh sought certain information  such as a photocopy of proceeding register, cashbook, voucher file, stock register, details  of income from the Panchayat  fund, expenditure incurred pertaining to MANREGA  scheme etc.etc.  . 



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 DDPO , Pathankot, vide letter dated  20.2.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 19.2.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, the appellant stated that he has not been provided even a single page of information despite the lapse of six months period. Shri Jagir Singh,   Panchayat Secretary stated that he has got the information to be handed over to the appellant in the commission itself and accordingly he delivered the same to the appellant today. The appellant is directed to peruse the provided information and point out the deficiencies to  Shri Satnam Singh, B.D.P.O. Narot Jaimal Singh and Shri Jagir Singh Panchayat Secretary, who will remove the same and sent the remaining information  under BDPO’s signatures within a period of 7 days under registered cover.

It is further noted that intentional and willful delay  without any reasonable cause has been caused by the PIO  cum Panchayat Secretary, Baknaur in providing the information to the appellant,  and same  has been given to appellant today in the commission itself, which is yet  to be examined , perused by appellant. As such the lackadaisical approach on the part of Shri Jagir Singh, PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Baknaur, is viewed seriously being against  the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.  Therefore, the commission in exercise of its power under the provisions of section 20(1) of the act ibid issues a show cause notice to Shri Jagir Singh,  PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Baknaur, Block Narot Jaimal Singh, Distt. Pathankot to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavits as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on him for not providing any information to the complainant as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act,2005.

         In addition to the written reply to be given in the shape of an affidavit, Shri Jagir Singh,  PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Baknaur, Block Narot Jaimal Singh, Distt. Pathankot 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 Jagir Singh,  PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Baknaur, Block Narot Jaimal Singh, Distt. Pathankot is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the meantime, Shri Jagir Singh,  PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Baknaur, Block Narot Jaimal Singh, Distt. Pathankot is also directed to ensure the providing of  point-wise, specific, duly attested information to appellant, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 17.10.2013 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.

Shri Satnam Singh, BDPO Narot Jaimal Singh, shall  also attend the commission personally on next date fixed.

Adjourned to  28.5.2014 at 11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.4.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to 
Shri Satnam Singh, BDPO                                         (Registered)
Block Narot Jaimal Singh, 

Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot.

Shri Jagir Singh,  BDPO, 

                            (Registered)

Panchayat Secretary, Baknaur, 

Block Narot Jaimal Singh, 

Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot

-for compliance.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.4.2014



     State Information Commissioner

            


  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bharat Bhushan s/o Sh. Dev Raj

V.P.O. Baknaur, 

Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot.                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Narot Jaimal Singh,

Distt. Pathankot.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Distt. Dev. & Panchayats Officer,

Pathankot.                                                                                               Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1014  of 2014

Present:

Shri Bharat Bhushan  appellant in person;
Shri Jagir Singh,  PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Baknaur, Shri Gurbinder Singh Panchayat Secretary o/o BDPO Narot Jaimal Singh, Distt. Pathankot,

ORDER:

Shri Bharat Bhushan Appellant vide an RTI application dated 17.10.2013  , addressed to PIO cum BDPO  Narot Jaimal Singh sought information  pertaining  to  the works execution by the Gram Panchayat Baknaur, Block Narot Jaimal Singh for the period from August, 2008 to June, 2013. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority  cum BDPO Narot Jaimal Singh, vide letter dated  2.1.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 10.4.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case Shri Jagir Singh,  PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Baknaur,  stated that he has already handed over the requisite information  to the appellant at his residence. As the appellant denied the receipt of the same. As such PIO cum Panchayat Secretary delivered a one set of demanded information to the appellant in the commission itself. 

Now the complete information in this case stands supplied the case is disposed of/closed.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.4.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Singh 

s/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

Vill. Talwandi Nahar

P.O. Mohan Bhandari,

Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.                                                                      Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Distt. Dev. & Panchayats Officer,

Amritsar.                                                                                                 Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1032  of 2014

Present:

Shri Surinder Singh appellant in person;
Shri Om Parkash, Panchayat Secretary Vill. Talwandi Nahar, Block Ajnala and Smt. Sukhbir Kaur, Supdt. o/o BDPO , Ajnala;

 Distt. Amritsar for the respondent PIO.




ORDER:



Shri Surinder Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.8.2013 addressed  to the  PIO o/o B.D.P.O. Block Ajnala,  sought certain information on 6  points pertaining to the Income and details of expenditure incurred by the Gram Panchayat Vill. Talwandi Nahar on the execution of various works for the period from 1.6.2008 to 31.5.2013. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority  cum DDPO, Amritsar vide letter dated  26.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 21.2. 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.

During the hearing of this case today, appellant Shri Surinder Singh stated that he has not been provided pointwise correct information neither by Shri Om Parkash PIO cum  V.D.O. , Gram Panchayat Village Talwandi Nahar,  Block Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar nor by  F.A.A. Smt. Sukhla Devi. BDPO, Ajnala.

The perusal of the provided information reveals that the same is not in accordance with the RTI application filed by appellant. Thus  it has been noticed that the total lackadaisical approach has been adopted by  the respondent  PIO cum V.D.O. Shri Om Parkash, in providing the complete information to the appellant. Similarly, Smt. Sukhla Devi, BDPO, Block Ajnala, has not taken any initiative in ensuring the  supply of pointwise, correct and complete information to the appellant. 
Though   she also happened  to be first appellate  authority, who is expected to decide the Ist appeal filed by the appellant at her level by passing a speaking order.


As such commission treat BDPO Ajnala as deemed PIO, for the purpose of providing, pointwise information to the appellant.  She is further directed to ensure that the pointwise, correct, complete and duly attested information is supplied within a period of 10 days free of cost under registered   cover to the appellant. Both Smt. Sukhla Devi, BDPO, Ajnala and  Shri Om Parkash , V.D.O. Gram Panchayat , Vill. Talwandi Nahar, shall appear before the commission personally, on next fixed date with one spare set of   provided information to the appellant.


Adjourned to 29.5.2014 at 11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.4.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:


Smt. Shukla Devi, 



          (Registered)

Block Dev. & Panchayats Officer,


Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.


Shri Om Parkash,VDO,



(Registered)

Gram Panchayat Vill. Talwandi Nahar,


Block  Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.


- for strict compliance.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.4.2014



          State Information Commissioner 

                                     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Singh 

s/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

Vill. Talwandi Nahar

P.O. Mohan Bhandari,

Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.                                                                    Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Distt. Dev. & Panchayats Officer,

Amritsar.                                                                                                  Respondent   
                                                      AC No. 1033  of 2014
Present:

Shri Surinder Singh appellant in person;

Shri Om Parkash, Panchayat Secretary Vill. Talwandi Nahar, Block Ajnala  for the respondent PIO and Smt. Sukhbir Kaur, Supdt. o/o BDPO , Ajnala; Distt. Amritsar for F.A.A. respondent.


ORDER:



Shri Surinder Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.8.2013 addressed  to the  PIO o/o B.D.P.O. Block Ajnala,  sought certain information on 2  points pertaining to the year-wise details of auction money collected/ spent by Gram Panchayat  from Panchayat land of vill. Talwandi Nahar, Block Ajnala for the period  from 2008 to 2013. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority  cum DDPO, Amritsar vide letter dated  26.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 21.2. 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.

During the hearing of this case today, appellant Shri Surinder Singh stated that he has not been provided pointwise correct information neither by Shri Om Parkash PIO cum  V.D.O. , Gram Panchayat Village Talwandi Nahar,  Block Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar nor by  F.A.A. Smt. Sukhla Devi. BDPO, Ajnala.


The perusal of the provided information further reveals that the same is not in accordance with the RTI application filed by appellant. Thus   it has been noticed that the total lackadaisical approach has been adopted  both by  the respondent  PIO cum V.D.O. Shri Om Parkash, and Mrs. Shukla Devi, BDPO, Ajnala, in providing the complete information to the appellant. Similarly, Smt. Sukhla Devi, BDPO, Block Ajnala, has not taken any initiative in ensuring the supply of pointwise, correct and complete information to the appellant. 


Though   she also happened to be first appellate authority, who is expected to decide the Ist appeal filed by the appellant at her level by passing a speaking order.

As such commission treat BDPO Ajnala as deemed PIO, for the purpose of providing, pointwise information to the appellant.  She is further directed to ensure that the pointwise, correct, complete and duly attested information is supplied within a period of 10 days free of cost under registered   cover to the appellant. Both Smt. Sukhla Devi, BDPO, Ajnala and  Shri Om Parkash , V.D.O. Gram Panchayat , Vill. Talwandi Nahar, shall appear before the commission personally, on next fixed date with one spare set of   provided information to the appellant.

Adjourned to 29.5.2014 at 11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.4.2014



      State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:


Smt. Shukla Devi, 



          (Registered)


Block Dev. & Panchayats Officer,


Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.


Shri Om Parkash,VDO,



(Registered)


Gram Panchayat Vill. Talwandi Nahar,


Block  Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.


-for strict compliance.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.4.2014



          State Information Commissioner 

                                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Nisha Jangra d/o 

Sh. Satyawan Jangra,

Opp. Tatra Gate, Hanuman Colony,

Hissar Cantt, Distt. Hissar.
                                                                   Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Education, Punjab
(School Education), 

Pb. Civil Sectt-2, Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Secretary, Education, Punjab

(School Education), 

Pb. Civil Sectt-2, Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh                                                                                        Respondent  
                                                      AC No. 1026   of 2014

Present:

Ms. Nisha Jangra, appellant in person;
Shri Dinesh Bansal, Sr. Asstt. o/o Secretary Education (SE) Punjab, for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Ms. Nisha Jangra Appellant vide an RTI application dated 5.6.2013, addressed to PIO,  o/o Secretary School Education, Punjab, Chandigarh  sought the following 4 point  information  of Smt. Santosh Rani w/o Harish Kumar, Head Mistress, Govt. Girls School, Shivalaya Road, Amritsar:
1 “Date of Joining of service;

2 Details of maternity leave availed by the aforesaid official(Fro   To)

3 Attested Photocopy of the page of service book of the aforesaid official where the maternity leave is recorded.

4 Attested photocopy of Form 16 of the aforesaid official for year of 2012-13.”


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 18.7.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   on 20.2.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case the perusal of the case file reveals that the information demanded by the appellant has been denied by the Supdt. o/o Secretary School Education, Punjab vide letter No. 2028 dated 21.6.2013, on the grounds that the same cannot be provided being third party information as per the provisions contained under section  11 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

However, during hearing  Mrs.  Nisha Jangra, appellant  stated that she is married and having a matrimonial dispute with the in-laws family and she is demanding the information pertaining to her mother-in-law who is working as Headmistress, and same is very essential for court evidence.
After hearing the appellant at length, commission is of the considered view that the demanded information  requires to be given to the appellant in larger public interest.
As such the respondent PIO Shri Balbir Singh, Supdt. Education 2 Branch is directed to supply to the appellant duly signed complete, correct, and point-wise information within a period of 10 days free of cost  under registered cover. It is also mentioned that all the pages of information should be duly signed /attested 
He is further directed to attend the commission on the next date of hearing with one set of provided information  for the perusal and record of the commission.

Adjourned to 13.5.2014 at 11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.4.2014



           State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:


Shri Balbir Singh, Supdt. 


(Registered)


Education 2 Branch,


Punjab Civil Secretariat -2,


Sector 9-A, Chandigarh. 


-for strict compliance.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.4.2014



           State Information Commissioner. 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Om Parkash,

# 5729/A, Sector 38 (West),

Chandigarh.                                                                                            Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, 
Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Secretary, 

Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, Mohali                                                                              Respondent  
                                                      AC No. 1040     of 2014

Present:

Shri Om Parkash,  appellant in person;
Shri Varinder Madaan, Supdt. RTI Legal Cell, , o/o P.S.E.B., Mohali.for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Om Parkash  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23.12.2013 , addressed to PIO, Secretary Punjab School Education Board,   Mohali, sought certain information on 2   points relating to the publication of books for the admission year 2012-13. 



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 cum Vice Chairman Punjab School Education Board, Mohali, vide letter dated 24.1.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 24.2.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Varinder Madan, Supdt Legal Cell handed over a copy of letter alongwith a set of  information dated 24.4.2014 to the commission, duly signed by  Ms. Pavittarpal Kaur PIO cum Joint Secretary, Punjab School Education Board, Mohali, wherein it has been mentioned that information running into 23 pages have been supplied to the appellant at a personal level,  a copy  of that   has also been handed over to the appellant again in the commission.

It is noted that the complete information now stands supplied in this case, the case is disposed of/closed.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.4.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

     SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash,  

#5729/A, Sector 38 West,

Chandigarh-160014

Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, 

Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Secretary, 

Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, Mohali. 

Respondent

  A C  1210 of 2014
Present:

 Shri Om Parkash, appellant  in person.

Ms. Pavittarpal Kaur, PIO cum Jt Secy, Pb.School Edu. Board, Mohali, Shri Varinder Madaan, Supdt. RTI Legal Cell,  o/o P.S.E.B., Mohali.for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


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


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

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


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

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

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

On the last date of hearing, i.e.7.4.2014, Shri Varinder Madaan, appearing for the respondent PIO  presented to the commission a copy of letter dated 15.4.2014, signed by the PIO  Ms. Pavittarpal Kaur, Joint Secretary Punjab School Education Board, Mohali, wherein it had been mentioned that the requisite information containing 686 pages had been delivered to the appellant  by hand.

However, after the perusal of the provided information, Shri Om Parkash, appellant, stated that this information was only for 3 years and so far no information had been provided  for the year 2011. As such last opportunity was  afforded to Mrs. Pavittarpal Kaur ,  PIO cum Joint Secretary, Punjab School Education Board, Punjab, to provide the remaining information to the appellant within the period of four days. On the next fixed date, she would also file a self attested affidavit certifying that  the complete information as demanded by the appellant have been supplied to appellant based on record and nothing has been concealed therefrom. Both PIO and Deemed PIO would attend the commission on next fixed date. The case was adjourned to 22.4.2014, for further proceedings.

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 22.4.2014, it was again noted that complete report was far from being provided. Shri Om Parkash, appellant, pointed out the deficiencies to Ms. Pavittarpal Kaur, PIO cum Jt. Secretary, PSEB in writing. She was therefore, directed to remove the same, if required and provide a complete set of correct and duly signed information to the appellant on or before 24.4.2014.
It was further mentioned here that failing to provide complete information this time, would attract the penalty provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 against Ms. PavittarPal Kaur, PIO cum Jt. Secretary, PSEB, Punjab and Shri Harcharan Singh Chunny, Dy. Director Publication, Punjab. Both would also furnish affidavit duly attested by Magistrate /Notary Public certifying therein that complete information as per RTI application dated 5.11.2013 filed by the appellant had been provided to him whatsoever was available in the office record of the PSEB and nothing had been concealed. The case was adjourned to 24.4.2014 for further proceedings.
During the hearing of this case today,  Shri Varinder Madan Supdt Legal Cell handed over a  copy of letter dated 24.4.2014 alongwith a set of information duly signed bv Mrs. Pavittar Pal Kaur PIO cum Joint Secy. P.S.E.B Mohali, to the appellant in the commission itself. 

It is noted that now the complete information stands supplied in this case, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.04.2014


   
             State Information Commissioner. 

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Jagir Singh , Panchayat Secretary delivered one set of demanded information to the appellant in the commission itself. After the perusal of the same appellant stated that he has provided the complete information. However, the copy of the M.B. has not been supplied to him.  It is noted that providing of  information relating to M.Bs is concerned with the  BDPO, Narot Jaimal Singh, as this information is in the custody of J.E., not in the possession of Panchayat Secretary.  As such a show cause notice is issued to Shri Satnam Singh.
