STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh S/o

Shri Gurtej Singh, President

Unemployed PTI Union 849,

 Vill:Chouke, Tehsil: Phool,

District: Bathinda.                                   




     Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(SE)Mansa. 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

O/o 
Distt. Education Officer,

(SE) Mansa.  





   
           Respondent

Appeal Case No. 175 of 2014

Present:
Shri Manjit Singh, appellant in person alongwith his counsel Shri Patveen Kumar Garg, Advocate.


Shri Huam Chand, Legal Asstt.  and Shri Sukhbir Singh Clerk,o/o D.E.O (S) Mansa for the respondent PIO.  
ORDER


Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.8.2013, addressed to PIO, District Education Officer, (SE) Mansa, sought certain information on 6  points for the year 2012-13 pertaining to the selections made for  849 posts of  P.T.Is and certain other  information pertaining to the PT.Is  posted in the district. .


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 10.10.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 2.1.14 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 the hearing of this case  Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, Advocate, appearing for the applicant –appellant  Shri Manjit Singh stated that the complete  information vide letter No. 9962, dated 25.2.2014, have been received from the PIO cum District Education Officer (S) Mansa and as such his application may be filed.  Shri Hukam Chand, Legal Assistant appearing for the PIO cum District 

Education Officer (S) Mansa, hands over  one set of supplied  information to the Commission for its perusal and  record. A perusal of the provided information reveals that the same is in accordance with the RTI application dated 19.8.2013 filed by the applicant-appellant.
 In view of above facts, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                                 
State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh S/o

Shri Gurtej Singh, President

Unemployed PTI Union 849,

 Vill:Chouke, Tehsil: Phool,

District: Bathinda.                                    




     Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(SE)

Bathinda. 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

O/o 
Distt. Education Officer,

(SE) Bathinda. 






           Respondent

Appeal Case No. 176 of 2014

Present:

Shri Manjit Singh, appellant in person alongwith 

                                 Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, advocate.

                                 None for respondent.
ORDER:

          Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.8.2013, addressed to PIO, o/o District Education Officer(S.E) Bathinda,  sought certain information on 6  points for the year 2012-13 pertaining to the selections made for  849 posts of  P.T.Is and certain other  information pertaining to the PTIs  posted in the district. 



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. D.E.O. Bathinda, on  19.10.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 2.1.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the act ibid, and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
                  During  hearing of the case today, it is noted that requisite information has been supplied   by the PIO cum Dy DEO (SE), Bathinda    to the appellant vide letter, dated  18.11.13.  However, the appellant stated that the provided information is  incomplete as no   photo copies of  online format of  C-DAC, photo copies of  10+2 detailed marks cards and  professional degrees of the selected PTIs have been supplied  to him.   As such the  PIO cum Dy. DEO (SE), Bathinda   is directed  to ensure that remaining  information is supplied to the appellant under registered post free of cost within a period of  10 days from today with a copy of the same to the Commission for its record.  It is further made clear that failing to provide remaining information by PIO cum Dy. DEO (SE), Bathinda  shall attract the penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 against him.   He is further directed to  attend the Commission on the next date of hearing with one spare set of  provided information,  

          Adjourned to  14.3.2014  at  11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                                      State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

              Deputy Distt, Education Officer (SE) 

              Bathinda  (BY NAME)

For necessary action.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                                      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh S/o

Shri Gurtej Singh, President

Unemployed PTI Union 849,

 Vill:Chouke, Tehsil: Phool,

District: Bathinda.                   




     Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

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

Tarn Taran. 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

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

Tarn Taran. 






Respondent

Appeal Case No. 181 of 2014

Present:

Shri Manjit Singh, appellant in person alongwith 

                                 Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, advocate.

                                 None for respondent.
ORDER:

          Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.8.2013, addressed to PIO, o/o District Education Officer(S.E) Taran Taran,  sought certain information on 6  points for the year 2012-13 pertaining to the selections made for  849 posts of  P.T.Is and certain other  information pertaining to the PTIs  posted in the district. 



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. D.E.O. Taran Taran, on  19.10.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 2.1.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the act ibid, and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
                  During  hearing of the case today, from  a perusal of the case file  it is revealed that certain  information has already been provided  by the PIO cum Dy DEO (SE), Taran Taran   to the appellant vide letter, dated 7.10.13.  However, the appellant stated that the provided information is totally incomplete as no   photo copies of  online format of  C-DAC, photo copies of  10+2 detailed marks cards and  professional degrees of the selected PTIs have been supplied  to him.   As such the  PIO cum Dy. DEO (SE), Taran Taran  is directed  to ensure that point-wise complete information is supplied to the appellant under registered post free of cost within a period of  10 days from today with a copy of the same to the Commission for its record.  It is further made clear that failing to provide information by PIO cum Dy. DEO (SE), Taran Taran to the appellant shall attract penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 against him.   He is further directed to  attend the Commission on the next date of hearing with one spare set of  provided information,  

          Adjourned to  14.3.2014  at  11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                                      State Information Commissioner

Copy to:



Dy. Distt. Education  Officer

                      Taran Taran                               (Registered Post)

                       Distt.  Taran Taran        

for   necessary  compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                                      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh S/o

Shri Gurtej Singh, President

Unemployed PTI Union 849,

 Vill:Chouke, Tehsil: Phool,

District: Bathinda.                                    




     Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

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

Jalandhar. 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

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

Jalandhar. 





            
Respondent

Appeal Case No. 182 of 2014

Present:

Shri Manjit Singh, appellant in person alongwith 

                                 Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, advocate.

                                 Shri Harinderpal Singh, Dy. DEO o/o PIO cum DEO

                                  Jalandhar.

ORDER:

          Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.8.2013, addressed to PIO, o/o District Education Officer(S.E) Jalandhar,  sought certain information on 6  points for the year 2012-13 pertaining to the selections made for  849 posts of  P.T.Is and certain other  information pertaining to the PTIs  posted in the district. 



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. D.E.O. Pathankot, on  19.10.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 2.1.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the act ibid, and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
           During  hearing of the case today, from  a perusal of the case file  it is revealed that certain  information has already been provided  by the PIO cum Dy DEO (SE), Jalandhar  to the appellant vide letter, dated 4.9.13.However, after perusal of the same it has come out that information on point no. 5 has not been provided in toto, as (i)  photo copies of  online format of  C-DAC  (ii) photo copies of  10+2 detailed marks cards and (iii) professional degrees of the selected PTIs are yet to be provided to the appellant.  It is also noted that though the RTI Application was filed by the appellant on 19.8.13  and subsequently first appeal was filed on 19.10.13 and later filed second appeal on 2.1.14,  information  on Point no. 5 is yet to be supplied though a period of about 6 months has elapsed.  Shri Harinderpal Singh, PIO cum Dy. DEO (SE), Jalandhar is afforded one last opportunity to provide the remaining information to the appellant under registered post free of cost within a period of  7 days from today with a copy of the same to the Commission for its record.  He will attend the Commission on the next date of hearing with one spare set of   provided information.

          Adjourned to  14.3.2014 at 11.00 A.M.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                                 

State Information Commissioner

Copy to :-

Shri Harinder Pal Singh,                                (Registered)

Deputy Distt Education Officer,(S.E.)


Jalandhar.
-
for necessary compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                                 

State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh S/o

Shri Gurtej Singh, President

Unemployed PTI Union 849,

 Vill:Chouke, Tehsil: Phool,

District: Bathinda.                                   




     Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

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

Hoshiarpur. 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

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

Hoshiarpur. 






Respondent

Appeal Case No. 183 of 2014

Present:

Shri Manjit Singh, appellant in person alongwith 

                                 Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, advocate.

                                 Shri Darshan  Singh, Dy. DEO o/o PIO cum DEO

                                  Hoshiarpur.
ORDER:

          Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.8.2013, addressed to PIO, o/o District Education Officer(S.E) Hoshiarpur,  sought certain information on 6  points for the year 2012-13 pertaining to the selections made for  849 posts of  P.T.Is and certain other  information pertaining to the PTIs  posted in the district. 



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. D.E.O. Hoshiarpur, on 19.10.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 2.1.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the act ibid, and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
           During   hearing of the case today, from  a perusal of the case file  it is revealed that certain  information has already been provided  by the PIO cum Dy DEO (SE), Hoshiarpur  to the appellant vide letter, dated 21.2.14.  However, after perusal of the same it has come out that information on point no. 5 has not been provided in toto,  as (i)  photo copies of  online format of  C-DAC  (ii) photo copies of  10+2 detailed marks cards and (iii)  copies of professional degrees of the selected PTIs are yet to be provided to the appellant.  It is also noted that though the RTI Application was filed by the appellant on 19.8.13  and subsequently first appeal was filed on 19.10.13 and later filed second appeal on 2.1.14,  information  on Point no. 5 is yet to be supplied though a period of about 6 months has elapsed.  Shri Darshan  Singh, PIO cum Dy. DEO (SE), Hoshiarpur is therefore, afforded one last opportunity to provide the remaining information to the appellant under registered post free of cost within a period of  7 days from today with a copy of the same to the Commission for its record.  He will attend the Commission on the next date of hearing with one spare set of  provided information.  

          Adjourned to  14.3.2014 at 11.00 A.M.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                                 

State Information Commissioner

Copy to :-

Shri Darshan Singh,                                (Registered)

Deputy Distt. Education Officer,(S.E.)


Hoshiarpur.

-
for necessary compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                                 

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh S/o

Shri Gurtej Singh, President

Unemployed PTI Union 849,

 Vill:Chouke, Tehsil: Phool,

District: Bathinda.                                   




     Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

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

Gurdaspur. 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

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

Gurdaspur. 






                   Respondent

Appeal Case No.184 of 2014

Present:

Shri Manjit Singh, appellant in person alongwith 

                                 Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, advocate.
                                 Shri Sarvdaman  Singh,  o/o PIO cum DEO

                                 Gurdaspur.

ORDER:

          Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.8.2013, addressed to PIO, o/o District Education Officer(S.E) Gurdaspur,  sought certain information on 6  points for the year 2012-13 pertaining to the selections made for  849 posts of  P.T.Is and certain other  information pertaining to the PTIs  posted in the district. 



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. D.E.O. Gurdaspur, on  19.10.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 2.1.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the act ibid, and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
           During  hearing of the case today, Shri Sarvdaman Singh, Jr. Asstt. stated that he has brought the information for supplying it to the appellant in the Commission itself.   However, from  a perusal of the provided information   it is revealed that complete  information has  been provided to the appellant  by the PIO cum Dy DEO (SE), Gurdaspur  excepting  (i)  photo copies of  online format of  C-DAC  (ii) photo copies of  10+2 detailed marks cards and (iii) professional degrees of about 15 selected PTIs during the year 2012-13. Representative of PIO cum Distt. Education Officer, Gurdaspur  further undertakes to supply the remaining information to the appellant within a period of  7 days from today free of cost  under registered cover.    Shri Pushpinder Singh, Dy. DEO,  Gurdaspur is therefore directed to ensure that the remaining information is supplied to the appellant as per the period noted above failing which the penalty  under the provisions of  Section 20 (1) of RTI Act, 2005 could be considered to be imposed on him.  He will attend the Commission on the next date of hearing with one spare set of  provided information,  

               Adjourned to  14.3.2014 at 11.00 A.M.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                        

     State Information Commissioner
Copy to:


Shri Pushpinder Sing,



Registered)

Deputy Distt. Education Officer

Gurdaspur 

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                        

     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kuldeep Singh,

# 437-A, Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana.                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

     O/o The Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

     Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A,

     Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority, 

      o/o The Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

      Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A,

     Chandigarh.                                                                                     Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.91 of 2014

Present:
None for the appellant in person.

Shri Narinder Mohan, Supdt, o/o DHS Pb. Mrs.Vandana Kaushal, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



Shri  Kuldeep Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  7.10.2013, addressed to PIO, O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh. sought certain information on 13 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 11.11.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 in second appeal on 23.12.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 21.1.2014.


On the last date of hearing, Respondent stated that information had been sent to the appellant vide letter No.27045, dated 31.12.2013. However, perusal of provided information revealed that it was neither point-wise nor complete, despite of the fact that the RTI application was filed by the appellant way back on 7.10.2013. It was observed that total lackadaisical approach had been adopted by Shri Narinder Mohan, PIO cum Superintendent O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, in providing information to the appellant which was against the very spirit of RTI Act, 2005. He had failed to provide the complete and correct information as per the provisions contained in section 7(1) of the Act ibid.


  Show cause notice was issued to Shri Narinder Mohan, PIO cum Superintendent, O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab for willfully delaying and denying the information to the appellant and as such, he was directed to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(i) of the Act ibid be not imposed on him till the information was furnished. 
         In addition to the written reply, the PIO was also hereby afforded an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next fixed date.  He would take note that in case he did not file his written reply and did not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that he had nothing to say and the Commission would proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
       Shri Narinder Mohan, PIO was further directed to send duly attested point-wise complete information to the appellant free of cost within a period of 7 days under registered cover. He was also further directed to appear in person today along-with one spare set of provided information and accordingly, case was adjourned to 12.2.2014 for further hearing.


During the hearing of this case on 12.2.14,  Shri Narinder Mohan PIO cum Supdt. Medical Bill Branch had stated that he had supplied information vide letter No. 27045, dated 31.12.2013, wherein complete facts were mentioned.  However, under the directions of the commission the point-wise information have again been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 27.1.2014 under registered cover.  Since  the appellant was not present on that date and  his observations as such on the provided information could not be ascertained, therefore, last opportunity was given to Shri Kuldeep Singh, appellant to appear before the commission in person  or through representative to defend his case failing which  it had to be  presumed that he had nothing to say and  ex-parte proceedings  to be taken  and the case was adjourned to today,  for further hearing.

            However, during hearing of the case today, it is noted that   neither the appellant is present nor any communication has been received from him.   Therefore, it can safely be presumed that the appellant is satisfied with the provided information.   Since, the complete information already stands  provided to the appellant, the case is disposed of  accordingly.

Chandigarh.






      (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.02.2014



 State Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Inderjit Singla S/o

Shri Pawan Kumar Singla,

Moti Nagar, Gali No.R-6, Backside

 Gill Petrol Pump, Khanna-141 401 




     Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Primary Education Officer,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhdiana.

First Appellate Authority-cum-                                                                                     

District Education Officer (Primary), 
Ludhiana.                                                                                     Respondent

Appeal Case No.372 of 2014
Present:
None for  appellant.


Shri Ranjit Singh, DEO (EE) Ludhiana and Sh. Sadhu Singh

                       BPEO, Ludhiana.
ORDER

Shri Inderjit  Singla, appellant vide an RTI application dated  22.5.2013 addressed to PIO , O/o  Block Primary Education Officer, Khanna, Distt. Ludhdiana, sought certain information on  5 points pertaining to the non sanction of  handicapped allowance to him.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he issued a reminder dated 24.6.13 and since he received no response, he  filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority cum District Education Officer (Primary), Ludhiana, on 29.7.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 16.1.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 13.2.2014.

          During hearing of this case on 13.2.14, Shri Dharam  Pal,  Accountant o/o BPEO, Block  2, Khanna, Distt.  Ludhiana stated that information on 3 points was supplied earlier.  However, since the appellant showed his dis-satisfaction on information on  remaining two points, he had brought the information and  handed over the same to the appellant  in the Commission itself.   However, the appellant stated that he is more than 50%  handicapped.   He filed an RTI Application on 25.5.13 but till date the information supplied to him by the office of the  BPEO,  Block 2,  Khanna  is without any documentary proof.   It had nowhere even  been   mentioned  that vide which letter  BPEO has referred his case to the DPI (E.E)  for sanction of  handicapped allowance.   

             It  was therefore observed that a total lackadaisical approach have been adopted by the BPEO, Block -2   Khanna  and DEO,  Primary Education,  Ludhiana  in providing  the information to the appellant though he happens  to be an employee of the Education  Deptt.   and is  handicapped.   It was noted  with concern that this approach on the part of the Respondent in providing complete information to the appellant i.e. by the  DEO,  Ludhiana and BPEO  Block-2,  Khanna is against the very spirit of the Act ibid.    As such a show cause notice was issued to Shri  Ranjit Singh, DEO (Primary) Ludhiana and Shri  Sadhu Singh, BPEO, Block  2,  Khanna under the provisions of  Section 20 (1) of the Act ibid to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn in affidavit  as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of the Act ibid  @ Rs. 250/- per day  subject to maximum of  Rs. 25,000/-  (Rs. Twenty five thousand  only) be not imposed on them.    

          They were  further  afforded an opportunity   u/s 20(1)  proviso thereto  for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next fixed  date.    It was also directed that they shall take note that in case they do not  file their written reply and did not avail themselves of the opportunity of  personal hearing on the next fixed date, it would  be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte.

         Both of them were  also directed to send duly attested  point-wise complete information to the appellant free of cost within a period of  10 days from that date  under registered cover.   They were  also directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith, one spare set of provided information and the case was adjourned to today  for further hearing.

           During the hearing of this case today, Shri Ranjit Singh, DEO (EE), Ludhiana stated that he could not supply the documentary proof i.e. copies of the letters vide which the BPEO, Block  2,  Khanna has recommended the case of  Inderjit  Singla  and further copy of the letter vide which the DEO (EE), has recommended the case to the DPI (EE) for the sanction of handicapped allowance to him.  He further stated that because of  ongoing school games the information could not be supplied and only 7 days’ time may be given for supplying complete information to the appellant.  His request is allowed and the case is adjourned to 14.3.14.    

             Both S/Shri Ranjit Singh,  DEO  (EE)  and Sadhu Singh, BPEO,   are directed to ensure that complete requisite information supported by the forwarding letter and by the documentary proof is supplied to the appellant  free of cost under registered cover within a period of  7 days from today with copy of the same to the Commission for its perusal and record.    Decision on the show cause notice issued to  S/Shri Ranjit Singh, DEO (EE)  and Sadhu Singh, BPEO,  Ludhiana  vide  this Commission’s  order dated 13.2.14  would be taken up on the next date of  hearing.

              Adjourned to  14.3.2014, at 11.00 A.M.         
Place: Chandigarh 



                  ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                                                State Information Commissioner
                                                                                             Contd.. 

Copy to :-

Shri Ranjit Singh,  




(Registered)

Distt. Education  Officer (EE) 

Ludhiana.

Shri Sadhu Singh,




(Registered)

Block Primary Education Officer, 

Block -2 Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.

· for compliance.

Place: Chandigarh 



                  ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                                                State Information Commissioner
                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh S/o

Shri Gurtej Singh, President

Unemployed PTI Union 849,

 Vill:Chouke, Tehsil: Phool,

District: Bathinda.                       




     Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

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

Amritsar. 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

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

Amritsar. 






                     Respondent

Appeal Case No. 185 of 2014

Present:

Shri Manjit Singh, appellant in person alongwith 

                                 Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, advocate.

                                 Ms. Chander Prabha, Supdt. o/o PIO cum DEO(SE)

                                  Amritsar.
ORDER:

          Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.8.2013, addressed to PIO, o/o District Education Officer(S.E) Amritsar,  sought certain information on 6  points for the year 2012-13 pertaining to the selections made for  849 posts of  P.T.Is and certain other  information pertaining to the PTIs  posted in the district. 



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. D.E.O. Hoshiarpur, on  19.10.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 2.1.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the act ibid, and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
           During  hearing of the case today, it is noted  that the requisite information excepting (i)  photo copies of  online format of  C-DAC  (ii) photo copies of  10+2 detailed marks cards and (iii) professional degrees of the selected PTIs, were supplied to the appellant vide letter dated 16.9.13. Ms. Chander Prabha, Supdt. o/o DEO (SE) Amritsar states that she has brought photo copies of the academic/professional qualifications of the selected PTIs to be handed over to the appellant and accordingly she provided this remaining information to the appellant in the Commission itself.   She further stated that since the online C-DAC format was not available in theoffice of  DEO, the same could not be supplied to the appellant. However, if the online format of  C-DAC  is available with the concerned Headmasters, where the PTIs have been posted, the same shall be made available to the appellant.   The appellant also showed his satisfaction with the provided information and requested for closure of the case.   With these observations, the case is disposed of.          

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                        

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms Rajinder Pal Kaur, JBT(Retd)

# 186-A, Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana.                                                     


            Appellantt
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI(Elementary), Punjab,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector-62, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority-cum-                                                                                     

DPI(Elementary), Punjab,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector-62, Mohali.                                               Respondent

Appeal Case No.376 of 2014
Present:
Ms. Rajinder Pal  Kaur,  appellant, in person.

            Ms. Jyoti, , Asstt. Director (Policy) on behalf of the 

                       Respondent,
ORDER

Ms. Rajinder Pal Kaur, appellant vide an RTI application dated 6.9.13, addressed to PIO, D.P.I.  (Pry. Education),  Punjab, Chandigarh  sought certain information on following  points:-

“Action taken report on her case sent to the office of  DEO (Pry.) Jalandhar    

 Vide Office letter no. AP 2(1) 10701, dated  19.10.88 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 Director Public Instructions, (Elementary), Punjab, Mohali, dated nil  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act, and  subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  dated nil under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, ibid and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 13.2.2014.

        On the last date of hearing i.e. 13.2.2014, it was noticed that though the appellant filed  RTI Application on  6.9.13 followed  by First Appeal before Appellate Authority, no information have been provided by the respondent to her till date though a period of more than 6 months have elapsed. Shri Amarjit Singh, Asstt. appearing on behalf of respondent stated that two PIOs deal with the matter regarding which information have been sought by the appellant, namely,  Ms. Jyoti, PIO cum Asstt. Director o/o  DPI (Elementary Education.) and Shri  Harbans Singh, Asstt.  Director o/o  DPI (Elementary Education).  It was noted that  though an inordinate delay of more than 6 months had been caused by the respondents – PIOs, no information was provided to the appellant.  As such this lackadaisical approach on the part of the respondents – PIOs was viewed seriously  as the same is against the very spirit of  RTI Act .  As such a show cause notice was issued to  Ms. Jyoti, PIO cum Asstt.  Director  o/o DPI, Elementary Education, Punjab and Shri Harbans Singh, Asstt.  Director, o/o DPI, Elementary Education, Punjab under the provisisons of  Section 20 (1) of the Act ibid to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn in affidavit  as to why a penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day  subject to maximum of  Rs. 25,000/-  (Rs. Twenty five thousand  only) be not imposed on them.    
          They were   further  afforded an opportunity   u/s 20(1)  proviso thereto  for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty for today.    It was also directed that they shall take note that in case they do not  file their written reply and did not avail themselves of the opportunity of  personal hearing on the next fixed date, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte.

         Both of them were also directed to send duly attested  point-wise complete information to the appellant free of cost within a period of  10 days from that date under registered cover.   They were also directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith one spare set of provided information. The case was adjourned to today for further hearing.

         During the hearing of this case today, it is observed that no information has been supplied to the appellant till date.  It is further noted that Shri Harbans Singh, Asstt. Director o/o DPI (EE)  did not attend the Commission today despite issuance of show cause notice  under the provisions of  Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 and affording an opportunity of hearing  to him.  Ms.  Jyoti,  Asstt. Director (Policy) was also issued a show cause notice has filed an affidavit stating therein that on the last date of hearing Amarjit Singh revealed that she is concerned PIO  alongwith Shri Harbans Singh, Asstt.  Director  (EE), while she is not concerned PIO, with the present information demanded by the appellant in any manner. As such  before decision on show cause notice issued to Ms. Jyoti,  Asstt. Director (Policy)  is taken,one more opportunity is given to  Shri  Harbans Singh, Asstt. Director (EE) O/O DPI (EE)  to ensure providing of demanded information to the appellant within a period of  10 days  from today free of cost under registered cover.

          Mrs. Darshan Kaur,  DPI (EE) is also directed to ensure that the requisite information demanded by the appellant Ms. Rajinderpal Kaur (retd. JBT Teacher)  is supplied to her within the above mentioned period  as sought vide RTI  Application dated  6.9.2013.  It is further mentioned that  she being Controlling Authority/ Head of the Department is equally responsible for ensuring supply of correct, duly signed/attested information to the appellant in time, as envisaged in Section 7(1) of act ibid. She is also directed to attend the Commission on the next date of  hearing alongwith PIO and one spare set of  provided information to the appellant.  

          Adjourned to  20.3.2014 at 11.00 A.M.
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                               State Information Commissioner
Copy to:-

(i) Ms.  Darshan Kaur, 



(Registered)


DPI (EE), Punjab, PSEB Complex, 

Sector 62,  Mohali.

(ii)  Sh. Harbans Singh, Asstt.  Director           (Registered)   

o/o  DPI (EE), Punjab, 

PSEB Complex, Sector 62, 

Mohali.

(iii)  Ms. Jyoti, Asstt. Director                           (Registered)


o/o  DPI (EE), Punjab, PSEB
        Complex, Sector 62, Mohali.

Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014                               State Information Commissioner
                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Arun Garg,

H.No. 40, Central Town,

Village Daad, P.O. Lalton,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022.                                                             Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Station Head Officer, (S.H.O.),

Women Police Station,

Ludhiana-141001.                                                                                                   

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Station Head Officer, (S.H.O.),

Women Police Station,

Ludhiana-141001                                                               Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  125 of 2014

Present:

None for appellant.




Sub Inspector Ms.Bhagwati Rani, ASI, ,




Sh. Sukhdev Singh, ASI ,WPS, Ludhiana for the respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Arun Garg, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27.9.2013, addressed to PIO cum Station House Officer, (SHO) Women, Police Station, Ludhiana , sought 10 points information pertaining to the complaint dated 30.8.2012 of the applicant  Ms. Shimla Garg against her husband for domestic violence and harassment followed by the (2) complaint dated 25.9.2012 of the applicant Shimla Garg in continuation to the previous complaint presented to ‘Bhagoti Sharma. 



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 20.11.2012 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 30.12.2013 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.


On the last date of  hearing of this case i.e on 29.1.14,  Ms. Sukhpal Kaur, Addl. SHO Women Police Station, Ludhiana stated that the same  RTI application has already been disposed of by Ld. CIC in complaint case No. 3712 of 2012 decided on 10.4.2013,  However, since  Shri Arun Garg moved a request dated 29.1.14 for transfer of his case file, hence the same was sent to the  Deputy Registrar for placing this case file  before the Ld. CIC for its   transfer to some other Bench.   However, the file has been received with the observations that the present Bench should decide the case at his own level.   Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

          During hearing of this case today, again the same facts have been reiterated by Ms. Bhagwati Rani, ASI,   and  Sukhdev Singh, ASI, WPS, Ludhiana stating that this RTI Application has already been disposed of by the Ld. CIC in complaint case No. 3712 of 2012 on 10.4.2013,    A perusal of the case file also reveals the same facts as stated by the respondents.   In view of the above facts,  no cause of action survives and  the case is disposed of and closed accordingly.
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014


     State Information Commissioner. 

                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Arun Garg, s/o Shri Sham Lal,

H.No. 40, Central Town, Village Daad,

O.O. Lalton, distt. Ludhiana-142022.                                                   Appellant

Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana-141001.                                                                                                   

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana-141001                                                                             Respondent                                                     

                                              AC No.  126 of 2014

Present:                      None for appellant.

                                   Sub Inspector Ms.Bhagwati Rani, ASI, ,




Sh. Sukhdev Singh, ASI ,WPS, Ludhiana for the respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Arun Garg,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27.9.2014, addressed to PIO , O/O Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana, sought certain information on calls made to PCR/Ludhiana at number 100 during the period from 25.9.2012 to 27.9.2012. 



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 19.11.2012 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 30.12.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


               On the last date of  hearing of this case i.e on 30.1.14, Shri Gopal Krishan, Inspector handed over a copy of letter dated 29.1.2014 under the signatures of PIO cum Deputy Commissioner of Police Ludhiana wherein it  had been mentioned that  exactly same RTI application have been disposed of   by Ld. CIC in CC no. 3725 of 2013 decided on 10.4.2013.   However, since  Shri Arun Garg moved a request dated 30.1.14 for transfer of his case file, so the case file  was sent to the  Deputy Registrar for placing matter  before the Ld. CIC for its   transfer to some other Bench.   However, the file has been received with the observations that the present Bench should decide the case at his own level.   Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

          During hearing of this case today, again the same facts have been reiterated by Ms. Bhagwati Rani, ASI,   and  Sh. Sukhdev Singh, ASI, WPS, Ludhiana stating that this RTI Application has already been disposed of by the Ld. CIC in complaint case No. 3725 of 2012 on 10.4.2013,    A perusal of the case file also reveals the same facts as stated by the respondents.   In view of the above facts,  no cause of action survives and  the case is disposed of and closed accordingly.
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014



State Information Commissioner. 

                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Shimla Garg w/o Shri Sham Lal,

H.No. 40, Central Town,

Village Daad, P.O. Lalton,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022
                                                                        Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Station Head Officer, (S.H.O.),

Police Station Division No. 5,

Ludhiana-141001

First Appellate Authority, 

Station Head Officer, (S.H.O.),

Police Station Division No. 5,

Ludhiana-141001

                                                                                                           Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  130  of 2014
Present:

None for appellant..



Shri Karamjit Singh, ASI,




Police Station Div. no. 5, Ludhiana, for the respondents.
ORDER:



Ms. Shimla Garg, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 7.1.2013, addressed to PIO, O/O SHO P.S. Div. No. 5, Ludhiana, sought certain information on 11 points relating to  her  three different  complaints in Punjabi, made on 28.7.2012. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  28.2.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 30.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was  issued to the parties.


On the last date of  hearing, Shri Arun Garg, moved  an application in the Commission for the transfer of Appeal Case No. 130 of 2014 to some other bench. The case file  was  therefore  sent to the  Deputy Registrar for placing the matter  before the Ld. CIC for the  transfer of case to some other Bench.   However, the learned CIC passed an order that the matter may be decided by the same Bench.    Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today,

          During hearing of this case today,   Shri Karamjit Singh, ASI  stated that requisite information has already been sent to the  appellant through registered post .  Since the appellant is not present today, he is directed to file observations, if any, to the PIO cum Deputy Commissioner of Police,   Ludhiana who will send the remaining information to him, within 7 days per registered letter.    It is mentioned that Shri Karamjit Singh, ASI  appearing on behalf of the PIO was not at all well conversant with the facts of the case and was unable to convince this Commission on point wise information given to appellant.   PIO cum Deputy Commissioner of Police Ludhiana once again directed to ensure that  complete, point wise, attested information is supplied this time to the appellant, failing which provisions of  Section  20(1) of the Act ibid could be invoked against him.    He is further directed to depute an officer  not below the rank of  Asstt. Commissioner of  Police to attend the Commission on the next date of hearing with one spare set of  complete, point wise provided information to the appellant duly supported with the documents/annexures.

           Adjourned to  18.3.14 at  11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014


         
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

          Shri  Harsh Bansal, IPS                                        (Registered Post)

          Deputy Commissioner of  Police 

           Ludhiana

for necessary compliance. 

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.2.2014


         
     State Information Commissioner. 

