                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms.Rajni, c/o Shri Baldev Raj,

Lichiyan wali colony, Vill. Babowal,

P.O. & Tehsil
& Distt. Gurdaspur-143521.                                                    Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Schools, Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9-a, Chandigarh.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Schools, Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9-a, Chandigarh                                                                                  Respondent                                                     

AC No. 1726   of 2014

Present:     None for Appellant.

                   Mrs. Rupali Tanwar, Sr. Asstt. with Sh. Mohinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. for respondent.

ORDER:



Ms. Rajni, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  10.3.14  addressed to Principal Secretary (SE), PSEB Complex, Sector 62, SAS Nagar,  Mohali sought certain information pertaining to  244 posts of  service providers advertised on 13.4.2008.


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 vide letter dated 10.4.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  14.5.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, Mrs. Rupali Tanwar, stated that the requisite information  having merit list of 244 selected service providers which was received from C-DAC  who has conducted the recruitment have been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 6/60-14 Rectt. Br.(8), dated 5.6.14  by post.   She further stated that no  information other than the provided information is available in the office record pertaining to the above noted selected service providers.  She also handed over a copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its perusal and record.

Since the information whatever was available in the office record of the  respondent PIO o/o DPI (SE)  have been sent to the appellant, the case is  disposed of  accordingly.

                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.



                            (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  24.6.2014



State Information Commissioner. 

                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms.Rajni, c/o Shri Baldev Raj,

Lichiyan wali colony, Vill. Babowal,

P.O. & Tehsil
& Distt. Gurdaspur-143521                                                  Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Elementary Education) 

Jalandhar.
First Appellate Authority, 

Distt. Education Officer,

(Elementary Education) 

Jalandhar.                                  
                                                                 Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1727   of 2014

 Present:  None for  Appellant.

                 Shri S.K. Lakha, BPEO   for respondent.

ORDER:



Ms. Ranji, ` Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28.2.14 addressed to PIO o/o   CEO,  Jalandhar  sought certain information pertaining to recruitment of Teaching Fellows  advertised on  02nd Sep., 2007. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 4.4.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 14.5.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today,  Shri S.K.  Lakha, BPEO stated that the information pertaining to District of  Jalandhar has been sent to the  appellant today vide letter  no. 7669-70, dated 23.6.14 through Speed Post.      He further stated that in each and every district, PIOs have been appointed by the Govt. for the convenience of information seekers.  Since the information demanded by the appellant pertains to all the DEOs (EE) falling within the jurisdiction of  Jalandhar, her application therefore was transferred by the PIO cum Dy., CEO,  Jalandhar  to all the DEO (EE) falling in the circle Jalandhar vide letter dated  22.4.14 and copy of that letter was endorsed to the appellant for her information.   She can accordingly seek the information from the concerned DEO (EE).   He also handed over to the Commission one copy of the information sent to the appellant  pertaining to the district of  Jalandhar.  

I have perused the provided information of  Jalandhar district and have found the same to be in accordance with the RTI Application dated 28.2.14 filed by the appellant.   I am also  convinced by the plea taken by Shri S.K. Lakha, BPEO,  Jalandhar and advise the appellant that since her application stands transferred to the concerned DEOs (EE), she may seek the information from  them directly, failing to get suitable response,  can file first appeal under the provisions of  Section 1((1) of Act ibid  with  the concerned DEO (EE) and still feeling dis-satisfied with the response of the First Appellate Authority can approach the Commission in second appeal under the provisions of  Section 19(3) of the said Act.

With these observations, the case is disposed of/closed.

                                                                                  Sd/-

Chandigarh.



                            (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  24.6.2014



State Information Commissioner. 

                                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Makhan Singh s/o Shri Jagir Singh,

Vill. Bika Block Banga,

Distt. Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Nawanshahr.
                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Banga, Distt. S.B.S.Nagar, Nawanshahr.
First Appellate Authority, 

Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer,

S.B.S.Nagar, Nawanshahr                                                                       Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1745   of 2014

Present:  Appellant in person.


   Shri Jaswinder Singh, SEPO for respondent.
 ORDER:



Shri Makhan Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 3.2.14 addressed to PIO o/o  BDPO, Block Banga, Distt. SBS Nagar   sought certain information on 9  points pertaining to the Gram Panchayat, Bika, Block Banga, Distt. SBS Nagar.. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 4.3.14  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  7.5.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Jaswinder Singh, SEPO  stated that the requisite information on all the points  have been sent by PIO cum Sarpanch, village Bika  to the appellant vide letter no.103,  dated 10.2.14  under registered cover on 19.3.14.  He further stated that in addition, the information on points no. 7 to 9 have also again been given by office of  DDPO, SBS Nagar to the appellant dasti on 5.5.14. Shri Jaswinder Singh, SEPO  has also presented an affidavit in this regard before the Commission  stating that the information has been provided as per their record and nothing has been concealed.  


Since the information whatever was available in the office record of the  respondent PIO has  been provided to the appellant, the case is  disposed of  accordingly.

                                                                                  Sd/-

Chandigarh.



                            (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  24.6.2014



State Information Commissioner. 

                                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar s/o Sh. Hans Raj,

V.P.O. Haripura Tehsil Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka
                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Fazilka.
First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Fazilka.                                                                                                  Respondent                                                     

                              AC No. 1749   of 2014

Present:  None for Appellant.

                Shri  Vinod Kumar, Clerk for respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Prem  Kumar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 12.2.2014 addressed to PIO o/o  Deputy Commissioner, Fazilka  sought certain information pertaining to the transfer of  arm’s licence  of his father late Hans Raj s/o  Sohan Lal. In his name, for which he was called by the DC,  Fazilka on  29.7.13 and  4.8.13. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 24.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  15.5.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Vinod Kumar, Clerk appearing on behalf of  PIO o/o . D.C.  Fazilka  stated that the appellant, Shri Prem Kumar applied to the District Magistrate, Ferozepur for seeking an arm’s licence for the transfer of his deceased father’s  weapon on it.    However, after the creation of Fazilka district, the record pertaining to the area falling within the district of  Fazilka was transferred to the office of  DC  Fazilka.   As such the Addl. D.C. Fazilka called the appellant on  29.7.13 and  4.8.13 and advised him  to fill up the new application form of Fazilka district for seeking an arm’s licence for  transfering of his deceased father’s  weapon on it.    However, the entire papers which were sent by the DC, Ferozepur  to DC,  Fazilka were taken away by the appellant and he never returned back.   The appellant when contacted on phone also confirmed that his file for  procuring of new arm’s licence is lying with his advocate.

In view of above noted facts, it is an established fact that  the arm’s licence  file of the appellant is not with the office of  DC,  Fazilka, so no information regarding the status of his arm’s  licence can be provided to him. 


The PIO  o/o  D.C. Fazilka also filed written submissions  vide letter no. 164/LPA,  dated  23.6.14 wherein detailed factual report has been made.


I have heard Shri  Vinod Kumar, Clerk appearing for the respondent – PIO and I am of the view that the status of the arm’s  licence  case of the appellant cannot be provided to him for non availability  of file in the D.C. Fazilka office now.   As such,  no cause of action survives further and the case is disposed of  accordingly.
                                                                                  Sd/-

Chandigarh.



                            (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  24.6.2014



State Information Commissioner. 

                                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S.Hundal,

# 3402, Sector 71,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.
                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga-142001
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga-142001








    Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1705    of 2014

Present:  Appellant  in person.

               Shri Balbir Singh, Advocate with Shri Jagdip Singh, Asstt.  Programme Officer

              Cum APIO for respondent.

ORDER:



Shri H.S. Hundal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  10.2.14 addressed to PIO o/o  Deputy Commissioner, Moga  sought certain information on  following points:-

1) Details of funds received under NREGA/MNREGA  by the district year wise since 2008.

2) Certified copies of all orders of distribution/allocation/allotment of these funds each year to all blocks and for each and every purpose separately.

3) Certified copies of all sanctions and administrative clearances given by district coordinator including all copies of periodic inspection of the works ion progress.

4) Certified copies of all Social Audits conducted by all Gram  Sabhas of all the projects under the Scheme taken up within the Gram Panchayat.



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 10.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 13.5.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today,  it is noted that no information on any of the four points till date stands provided to the appellant in respect of  RTI Application dated  10.2.14.   As such, Shri Ajmer Singh, PIO cum Addl. Dy. Commissioner, Moga is directed to provide point wise, correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant within a period of  15 days from today free of cost under registered cover.  

 It is further noted that  Shri Jagdip Singh  working as Asstt. Programme Officer,  NREGA  is directly looking after the  complete work relating to MNREGA.   Therefore, he is by all means supposed to assist the PIO under the provisions of  Section 5(4)(5) of the RTI Act, 2005 and to ensure the providing of information and  is 

 Therefore equally  responsible as PIO for providing the information.

It is therefore directed that both Shri Ajmer Singh, Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Moga as well as Shri Jagdip Singh,  Asstt. Programme Officer, NREGA shall provide the complete information to the appellant  failing which the penalty provisions of Section 20(1) of the Act ibid  shall be invoked against both the officers.


Adjourned to  7.8.14 at 11.00 AM.

                                                                                  Sd/-

Chandigarh.



                            (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  24.6.2014



State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i) Shri Ajmer Singh,                                  (REGISTERED)
        Addl. Deputy Commissioner (D),

        Moga 

ii)       Shri Jagdip Singh,                                   (REGISTERED
        Asstt. Programme Officer, NREGA 

        Office of  Addl. Deputy Commissioner (D),

        Moga 

        For necessary compliance.

                                                                                  Sd/-

Chandigarh.



                            (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  24.6.2014



State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S.Hundal,

# 3402, Sector 71,

S.A.S.Nagar, 

Mohali-160071.                                                                                 Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.








    Respondent                                                     

                                                   AC No. 1732 of 2014

 Present:      Appellant in person.   
                    Shri    Shri Balbir Singh, Advocate with Shri Jagdip Singh, Asstt.                       Programme Officer Cum APIO for respondent.

ORDER:



Shri H.S. Hundal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 10.2.14 addressed to PIO o/o  Deputy Commissioner, Moga  sought certain information on  15 points pertaining to works done/pending and procedures followed for implementation of works under NREGA/MNREGS in  Moga district till date. 


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  10.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 14.5.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today,  it is noted that no information on any of the 15 points till date stands provided to the appellant in respect of  RTI Application dated  10.2.14.   As such, Shri Ajmer Singh, PIO cum Addl. Dy. Commissioner, Moga is directed to provide point wise, correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant within a period of  15 days from today free of cost under registered cover.  


 It is further noted that  Shri Jagdip Singh  working as Asstt. Programme Officer,  NREGA  is directly looking after the  complete work relating to MNREGA.   Therefore, he is by all means supposed to assist the PIO under the provisions of  Section 5(4)(5) of the RTI Act, 2005 and to ensure the providing of information and  is 

 Therefore equally  responsible as PIO for providing the information.


It is therefore directed that both Shri Ajmer Singh, Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Moga as well as Shri Jagdip Singh,  Asstt. Programme Officer, NREGA shall provide the complete information to the appellant  failing which the penalty provisions of Section 20(1) of the Act ibid  shall be invoked against both the officers.


Adjourned to  7.8.14 at 11.00 AM.

                                                                                  Sd/-

Chandigarh.



                            (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  24.6.2014



State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

ii) Shri Ajmer Singh,                                  (REGISTERED)
        Addl. Deputy Commissioner (D),

        Moga 

ii)       Shri Jagdip Singh,                                   (REGISTERED
        Asstt. Programme Officer, NREGA 

        Office of  Addl. Deputy Commissioner (D),

        Moga 

        For necessary compliance.

                                                                                  Sd/-

Chandigarh.



                            (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  24.6.2014



State Information Commissioner. 

                                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S.Hundal,

# 3402, Sector 71,

S.A.S.Nagar, 

Mohali-160071.                                                                                 Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.








    Respondent                                                     

AC No. 1707 of  2014.

Present:  Appellant in person.

               Shri Raman Sachdeva, APO, NREGA for respondent.

ORDER:



Shri H.S. Hundal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 10.2.14  addressed to PIO o/o  Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur  sought certain information on 15 points pertaining to utilization of funds and works concerning NREGA/MNREGS in Ferozpur district in respect of  Block Zira since its commencement till date. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 12.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  13.5.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Raman Sachdeva, APO appearing for respondent PIO stated that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant.   The appellant also expressed his satisfaction with the provided information.   As  such, no cause  of action survives further and the case is disposed of/closed.

                                                                                  Sd/-

Chandigarh.



                            (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  24.6.2014



State Information Commissioner. 





  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jasbir Singh s/o Shri Kartar Singh,

Vill. Tandi, P.O. Larhoa, 

Tehsil & Distt. Jalandhar.                                                               
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

 Zila Parishad,

Jalandhar.                                                                                    
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  1349 of 2014

  Present:  None for complainant.

                  Shri Karanjit Singh, Dy. CEO with Smt. Veena Kumari, Supdt. for 

       respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Jasbir Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 28.3.14  addressed to   PIO cum Dy. CEO, Zila Parishad, Jalandhar sought certain information on 7 points pertaining to the enquiry conducted regarding grants received by Gram Panchayat, Tandi,  Block   Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar during the year 2003-08.

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 7.5.14.

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

On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 12.6.14,  Shri Karanjit Singh, Dy. CEO, Zila  Parishad, Jalandhar  stated that since the  enquiry concerning the grants of  Gram Panchayat Tandi, Block  Bhogpur had been conducted by him on 5.6.14.   He had brought copy of it vide  letter dated 11.6.14 in the Commission  to be given to the applicant-complainant.   


It was further noted that the complainant had sought an adjournment in this case due to serious ailment of his nearest relation.  He had requested for adjournment of this case to some other date and the case was adjourned to today.  


During hearing of this case today, it is noted that complete requisite information stands supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 11.6.14 and vide letter dated  23.6.14.   It is further noted that the said information has duly been received by the complainant himself  on 23.6.14.   As such, no cause of action survives further and the case is disposed of accordingly.

                                                                                                       Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 12.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 
                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Surjit Kaur,

Kothi No. 446, Phase 1-B,

Urban Estate Patiala-147002.                                         
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, 

Government Senior  Secondary School,

Bahadurgarh, Distt. Patiala





 Respondent   

                                                          CC No.  1131   of 2014

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri  Sanjiv  Sharma, Principal,  Govt. Sr. Sec. School Bahadurgarh Distt. Patiala for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Smt. Surjit Kaur,  complainant vide an RTI application dated 18.2.2014  addressed to PIO cum Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School Bahadurgarh Distt. Patiala   sought certain information on 5 points  pertaining to the arrears of revised pay scales w.e.f. 1.1.2006.


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 7.4.2014.


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.


During hearing of this case on 28.5.14,  it was noted that communication vide letter dated 25.4.2014, written by Ms. Surjit Kaur have been received in the commission , wherein she had mentioned that she had been provided false and incorrect information by the respondent.


In view of these facts, Shri Sanjiv  Sharma, Principal cum PIO, Govt. Sr. Sec. School Bahadurgarh, Distt. Patiala was directed to appear before the commission personally on the next date of hearing alongwith action taken report and complete record pertaining to the RTI application dated 18.2.2014, for its perusal  by the commission before the further proceedings in the matter were taken up and the case was adjourned to 12.6.2014 for further hearing. 


On the last date of  hearing i.e. on  12.6.14, it was noted that a communication vide letter dated 6.6.2014, have been received in the commission from the complainant wherein it was mentioned that documents supplied to her in relation to the para 4 of the RTI application are irrelevant i.e. the information on point no. 4 have not been provided to her so far. 

On the other hand Shri Sanjiv  Sharma, Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School Bahadurgarh Distt. Patiala,  stated that the complete information based on record  stood supplied to the complainant and no other information as per the RTI application dated 18.2.2014 existed in the office record which could be supplied any longer. 

As such the PIO  cum Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School Bahadurgarh was directed to file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public certifying that the correct/complete information as demanded by the applicant-complainant through an RTI application dated 18.2.2014 stood supplied to her and no information as per the above RTI application still existed in the office record as to be supplied so far and nothing had been concealed therefrom. 

In view of the above noted facts, the case was adjourned to today. for further proceedings.
During hearing of this case today, it is noted that this case had been heard on 28.5.14, 12.6.14 and today.  The complainant neither appeared in person nor deputed her authorized  representative to the Commission to pursue this case.  It is further noted that Shri Sanjiv Sharma, PIO cum Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School Bahadurgarh filed an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate that complete information as per record stands supplied and nothing has been concealed.

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

                                                                                  Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.6.2014

 
   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Iqbal Singh s/o Shri Mahinder Singh        
                                                                                    

r/o Gharhami Patti, Samana,

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.                                                              Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Primary Education Officer,

Samana, Distt. Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director Public Instructions (EE)

Punjab,  PSEB Complex, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                                                                      Respondent   

                                                      AC No. 1645   of 2014

Present:  Appellant in person.

                Shri Malkiat Singh,  BPEO  HQ O/O DEO (EE), Patiala.

                Shri Mukesh Kumar, BRP  o/o BDEO, Samana-3 and 
                Shri Sukhdev  Singla, BDEO  Samana-3.

                Ms. Jyoti Chawla, Asstt. Director (Policy) o/o DPI (EE)

                Pb. Mohali and Shri Rupinder Singh, Asstt. o/o  DPI (EE) Pb.

                For respondents.

ORDER:



Shri Iqbal Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 20.9.13 , addressed to PIO o/o SDM,  Samana,  sought certain information on  8 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 7.2.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 21.4.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 12.6.14,  the appellant stated that he had not been provided the requisite information.   


As such, Shri Malkiat Singh,  BPEO O/O DEO (EE), Patiala, Ms. Jyoti Chawla,  Asstt. Director  (Policy) o/o DPI (EE), Mohali and  Shri Sukhdev Singla  BPEO,  Samana-3 were directed to  be present before the Commission on the next date of hearing with their written submissions, explaining the reasons for non-supply of information to appellant till date.   


Appellant was also directed to file his written submissions in support of his contentions and the case was adjourned to  today for further hearing.

PIO cum  Asstt. Director (Policy) o/o DPI (EE) Pb. Mohali filed written submissions vide  memo. 9/16-14SP(2), dated  25.6.14.    Similarly, appellant and .   Shri Malkit  Singh, PIO O/o  DEO (EE) also filed written submissions.


However, after the perusal of this case file, it has been noted that appellant had also filed  1st appeal with First Appellate Authority cum DPI  (EE), Mohali on 7.2.14 under the provisions of  Section 19(1) of the Act ibid.    However, his 1st appeal was not decided by  Ms. Darshan Kaur,  First Appellate Authority cum DPI  (EE), Mohali.

In view of the above, her attention is invited to para 26, 29 and 35 of  the judgment of  Hon’ble Supreme Court of  India  delivered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787 to 10788  of 2011 (arising out of  SLP © No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010) wherein it has been held as under:-

“26. Right of Appeal against an order – A right of appeal is always a creature of statute – A right of appeal is a right of entering a superior forum for invoking its aid and interposition to correct errors of the interior forum – it is a very valuable right – Therefore, when the statute confers such a right of appeal that must be exercised by a person who is aggrieved by reason of  refusal  to be furnished with the information. 
29. Interpretation by Statutes- where statute provides for something to be done in a particular manner it can be done in that manner alone and all other mades of  performance are necessarily forbidden.  

35.Interpretation of Statutes – No statute should be interpreted in such a manner as to render a part of it redundant or surplusage.”


 The entire matter has also  been discussed in detail in the presence of Shri Iqbal Singh,  appellant who agreed for remitting of his appeal  to Ms. Darshan Kaur, First Appellate Authority cum  DPI (EE),  Punjab, Mohali.  

In view of the above,  I am of the considered view that since the First Appellate Authority  has not decided the appeal of the appellant, the matter is required to be remitted back to the First Appellate Authority for taking a decision on the appeal, by passing a speaking order.

As such, the case of the appellant is remitted back to Ms. Darshan Kaur, FAA cum DPI (EE), Punjab.  She is directed to decide the  appeal  dated 7.2.14  filed by the appellant in accordance with the provisions contained in the RTI Act, 2005.


The FAA  is further directed to peruse all the relevant documents during deciding the first appeal.



If, however, still the appellant  does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., he will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005,


For his convenience, the  appellant is directed to appear before First Appellate Authority cum Director Public Instructions (EE),  Punjab, SAS Nagar, Mohali  on 10.7.2014  at 11.30  AM.  


In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be disposed of and  closed.
                                                                                                     Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.6.2014


   
State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

I)Ms. Darshan Kaur, First Appellate Authority       (REGISTERED)

cum  Director Public Instructions (EE). Punjab

           PSEB Complex, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.  
II) Shri  Iqbal Singh s/o Shri Mahinder Singh       (REGISTERED)      
                                                                                    

r/o Gharhami Patti, Samana,

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.                                                               
                                         `                          

For necessary compliance.

                                                                                  Sd/-

 Chandigarh.


                     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.6.2014


   
State Information Commissioner. 

                                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harmanpreet Singh,

MES Quarter  No. N.P. 5/2,

W-1 Zone, Ferozepur Cantt.,

152001.                                                                                     
         Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director, Public Instructions,

(SE), PSEB Building, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                                                                                   Respondent  

                                                          CC No.1301     of 2014

Present:  
None for the  appellant.

Shri Subhash Chander  Chawla,  Estt. Officer  with S/ Shri Ravinder Dogra and Jaspal Singh,  Asstt., 

ORDER:


Shri  Harmanpreet Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  7.10.13 addressed to PIO o/o  DPI (SE). PSEB Building,  Phase 8, Mohali   sought certain information on 3 points pertaining to  the post of  Librarian advertised.


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 5.5.14.


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


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 11.6.14, it was noted that no information in this case stood  provided to the complainant till that date.  As such,  Shri Subhash Chawla,  PIO cum  Estt. Officer O/o the Director, Public Instructions,(SE), PSEB Building, Sector 62,S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali  was directed to appear before the  Commission on the next date of  hearing with the written submissions, and record for the perusal of the same by the Commission before further proceedings in the matter were taken and the case was adjourned to today.


During the hearing of this case today, i.e. on 24.6.2014, Shri Subhash Chander, PIO cum Estt. Officer, o/o DPI (SE), Pb., stated that the requisite information have been sent to the applicant – complainant vide letter dated 23/24.6.2014, under registered cover. He also handed over to the commission a   set of the provided information and a photocopy of the registered postal receipt for the perusal and record.


Now since the requisite information stands sent to the applicant-complainant, the case is disposed of/closed.

                                                                                                   Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.6.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwant Singh,

R/o House No. 818, Phase 6,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                                                                                  Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

School Education, Mini Sectt. Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority, 

Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

School Education, Mini Sectt. Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh   
 Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions, Punjab,

(Secondary Education) PSEB Building,

 Sector 62, Mohali.  







Respondent   
                                                      AC No. 1692 of 2014
Present:

Shri Balwant Singh, appellant in person.

Shri Surinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. Edu. 2 Branch for Respondent 1, shri Jaswinder Singh Nayyar, Asstt. Director, and Shri Pawan Kumar Verma, Supdt, Estt. 1 o/o DPI(SE) Pb., for the respondent PIO No. 2. 

ORDER:



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



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



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



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



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


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


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


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

Both, Shri Pawan Kumar, Supdt.  (Estt. 1 Branch)  o/o  DPI (SE) Punjab and Shri Balbir Singh, PIO  o/o Secretary,  School Education, Punjab  would attend the Commission on the next fixed date  personally  with written submissions, action taken report and record for the perusal of the same by the Commission before further proceedings in the matter are initiated and the case was adjourned to 24.6.14 for further proceedings.


During hearing of this case today, i.e. on 24.6.2014, Shri Jaswinder Singh Nayyar, PIO cum Asstt. Director (SA-3) O/O DPI (SE) Punjab, stated that the requisite information have been supplied to the appellant vide letter  dated 24.6.2014.


As such the complete information stands supplied to the appellant as per the RTI application  dated 19.2.2014, filed  by him, the case is disposed of/closed. 

                                                                                                        Sd/-

 handigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.6.2014



         State Information Commissioner. 

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuljit  Singh 

s/o Shri Balvir Singh Bholewalia         
                                                                                    Vill. Lepo, P.O. Ranjit Garh,

Tehsil  Guru Harsahai,

Distt. Ferozepur.                                                                         
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Guruharsahai, Distt. Ferozepur.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  1164   of 2014

Present:  
Shri Kuljit Singh complainant in person.

Shri Inderjit Singh, Sidhu, PIO –cum-BDPO, Guruharsai, Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat Secretary,Gram Panchayat Guru Harsahai, for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Kuljit Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 23.1.14   addressed to  PIO cum BDPO,  Gurharsai,  Distt. Ferozepur sought certain information on 3 points pertaining to  Gram  Panchayat village  Leppo, Block Gurharsahai for the year  2013-14.


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.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 22.5.2014, Shri Kuljit Singh, complainant stated before the Commission that no information had been provided to him so far. It was further noted that the applicant – complainant had filed RTI Application on 23.1.14.   However, no information had been supplied to him till date as per provisions of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.


   As such, Shri Inderjit Singh Sidhu, PIO cum-BDPO Gram Panchayat , Guru Harsahai, and  Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Leppo, Block Gurharsai to whom RTI application was transferred by BDPO,  were issued a show cause  notice under provisions of section 20(i) of the act, 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 them  for their failing to  provide the information as mandated under the provisions of  Section 7(1)  of RTI Act,   to the  complainant  though he filed an RTI Application on  23.1.2014.  

            Both were   also afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next fixed date, it was also made clear that failing to avail the same it was to be presumed that they had nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against them.


 Both were   further directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next fixed date with action taken report, written submissions and record for the perusal of the same by the Commission and the case was adjourned to 12.6.2014  for further proceedings.

However, it was noted that despite the show cause notice issued to him, Shri Inderjit Singh, BDPO Guru Harsahai, had not appeared  before   the commission and the information provided by Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat Secretary Gram Panchayat Leppo, Block Guru Harsahai to Shri Kuljit Singh, applicant –complainant in the commission on 12.6.2014, was  stated to be incomplete by complainant.


Last opportunity therefore, was afforded to Shri Inderjit Singh, BDPO Guru Harsahai to appear before the commission personally on the next fixed date  with action taken report, written submissions and record for the perusal of the same by the Commission before the  further proceedings in the matter were taken and the case was adjourned to 24.6.14  for further proceedings.

During the hearing of this case today, i.e. on 24.6.2014, Shri Inderjit Singh, BDPO, Guru Harsahai, Distt. Ferozepur, stated that he has provided the demanded information to the appellant. However, the complainant stated that only attested photocopies of the information have been provided, neither any  pointwise information nor any forwarding letter  have been  supplied to him,  from where it could be ascertained that what information have been provided for which Sr.no.. 


It is further noted that though Shri Inderjit Singh, BDPO Guru Harsahai, explained his conduct for providing the delayed information to the complainant. However, no written reply to the show cause notice have been given by him.  

As such before further proceedings in the matter are taken, Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO cum BDPO Guru Harsahai, is directed to file the written submissions, action taken report and reply to the show cause notice, before the next date of hearing. He is further directed to attend the commission alongwith Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat Secretary, Leppo, Block Guru Harsahai, on next fixed date.

Adjourned to 13.8.2014 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing.


                                                                                  Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.6.2014

 
   
            State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i) Shri Inderjit Singh Sidhu, PIO cum               (REGISTERED)

         Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer

          Gurharsai, Distt. Ferozepur.

ii) Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat Secretary    (REGISTERED)

        Gram Panchayat village  Leppo

        Tehsil    Gurharsai,  Distt. Ferozepur.

 For necessary  compliance.


                                                                                  Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.6.2014


   
          State Information Commissioner  
