                                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Nirpal Singh s/o Sh. Jagroop Singh,

Vill. Bir Amamgarh,

P.O. & Tehsil Malerkotla 

Distt. Sangrur-148023.                                                                 
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer   

(Elementary Education)

Sangrur.                                                                                    
    
Respondent    

                                                          CC No.  1088   of 2014

Present:  Complainant in person.

                Shri Inderjit Sharma, Sr. Asstt. for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Nirpal Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  23.10.13 addressed to the  Distt. Education Officer (EE), Sangrur  sought the details of the posts of teaching fellows in SC (Majhbi Balmiki category) filled up as a result of recruitment  of certain teaching fellows in 2008 vide advertisement no. 2  of  September, 2007.certain information on two points.

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 31.3.14.

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

During the hearing of this case today, it is noted that the requisite information has been supplied  to the complainant vide letter no. 64, dated 21.4.14.   However, the complainant expressed his dis-satisfaction with the same.  


As such, Shri Harish Kumar,  PIO cum Dy. Distt. Education Officer (EE), Sangrur  and Shri Sher Singh, Distt. Education Officer, Sangrur are directed to  appear before the  Commission on the next date of  hearing with action taken report and records for its perusal by the Commission, before further proceedings in the matter are considered to be initiated.

Adjourned to  5.6.14 at  11.00 AM.

.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.5.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i)Shri Harish Kumar,  PIO cum                            (REGISTERED)
Dy. Distt. Education Officer (EE), Sangrur  

ii) Shri Sher Singh, Distt. Education Officer,       (REGISTERED
 Sangrur 

For strict compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.5.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdev S/o Shri Inder Singh 

V.P.O. Kot Dharamchand Kalan,

Distt. Tarn Taran.
                                                                 Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayats Officer, Tarn Taran.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Distt. Development & 

Panchayats Officer, Tarn Taran                                            Respondent  

                                                      AC No. 1352   of 2014

Present:  None for Appellant.
                Shri Lakhinder Singh, Supdt. for respondents.
ORDER:



Shri Sukhdev Singh. Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.11.13  addressed to BDPO, Taran Taran,  sought certain information pertaining to decision dated 15.11.12 taken by the DDPO, Taran Taran in favour of Gram Panchayat village Kot Dharamchand Kalan which is under the illegal  possession of  Shri Kulwant Singh and  Shamsher Singh sons of  Shri Dara Singh.


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 26.12.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   27.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.  Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case Shri Lakhvinder Singh, Supdt. handed over to the Commission a copy of letter  no. 4860, dated  25.11.13 duly signed by the APIO cum BDPO, Taran Taran vide which the requisite information has been sent to the appellant under registered cover. Infact, it has been mentioned in the above letter that the process for demarcation and the vacation of Gram Panchayat land under illegal possession of  Shri Kulwant Singh and  Shamsher Singh sons of  Shri Dara Singh is under process.  


After its perusal, it is noted that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant as was available in the office record.   As such, no cause of action survives further.   The case is therefore disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2014



      State Information Commissioner. 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjit Singh s/o Shri Kulwant Singh
                                                                                         Vill & P.O. Lal Bayee, Tehsil Gidderbaha,

Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib.                                                                          
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur                                                                                              
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1353   of 2014

Present:  Appellant in person.

      None for respondents.
ORDER:



Shri Sarabjit Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 11.11.13 , addressed to PIO o/o D.C. Ferozepur,  sought certain information  pertaining to Ravinder Kumar Chhabra, Pawari,  son of Shri Harbans Lal who  was  posted in the District of   Ferozepur for the period  1985 to 2000.


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  29.1.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   27.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.  Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, it is noted that the requisite information has been supplied by the PIO o/o D.C. Ferozepur to the appellant vide letter no. 620, dated 15.4.14, a copy of which has also been enclosed to the Commission  for its  perusal and record.   Perusal of provided information further reveals that same is as per record.

As such, since the complete information in this case stands supplied to the appellant, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2014



      State Information Commissioner. 

                                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpal Dass s/o  
Shri Ami Chand,

c/o Punjab Pagri House, 
Geeta Bhawan Road,

Dirba Distt. Sangrur.                                                                                Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Govt. Sr. Sec. School, 
Dirba, Distt. Sangrur.

First Appellate Authority, 

District Education Officer 
(S.E.)Sangrur.                                                                                         
Respondent    

                                                      AC No.1355  of 2014

Present: Shri Ashwani Kumar, authorized representative of  Appellant.

    Shri Gurtej Singh, Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Dirba, Distt. Sangrur.

ORDER:



Shri Harpal Dass,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  19.10.13 addressed to PIO cum Principal, GSS School, Dirba,  sought certain information on 2  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 8.2.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  27.3.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During hearing of this case today, it is noted that certain information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. 261, dated  30.1.14.   However, Shri Ashwani Kumar, authorized representative of  appellant stated that neither he has still received attested photo copies of  page no. 24 and 25 of the Service Book nor details about his revised pension.  


In view of it, Shri Gurtej Singh,  Principal,Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Dirba, Distt. Sangrur is directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant within a period of two days from today.


He is further directed to attend the Commission on the next date of  hearing with one spare set of  provided information for its perusal and records.


Adjourned to  29.5.14 at 11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

Shri Gurtej Singh,  Principal,                          (REGISTERED)
Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Dirba, 

Distt. Sangrur 
For strict compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Khazan Singh s/o Shri Lal Singh,

r/o Vill. Gopipur, 

Tehsil & Distt. Kapurthala.
                                                                            
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Kapurthala.

First Appellate Authority, 

Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer,

Kapurthala.                                                                                                    
Respondent  
                                                      AC No. 1360   of 2014

Present: None for the Appellant.

    Shri  Ravinder Pal Singh, Supdt. for respondents.
ORDER:



Shri Khazan Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 17.7.13 addressed to PIO o/o BDPO, Kapurthala  sought certain information on   six   points pertaining to the period from 2008 to 2013 of Ex-Sarpanch, Rajinder Singh,  village Gopipur  Distt. Kapurthala. 



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  28.11.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   28.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.   Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.   

It is noted that  DDPO,  Kapurthala transferred the matter to  Shri Sandeep  Malhotra, BDPO, Kapurthala under the provisions of Section 6(3) of  RTI  Act, 2005 and directed him vide letter no. 157, dated  23.4.14  to appear before the Commission for apprising it about  the action taken in the matter.

 However,  Shri Ravinder Pal Singh, Supdt.  appearing on behalf of  PIO cum BDPO,  Kapurthala delivered a copy of letter dated  23.5.14 vide which the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant.  It is further noted that appellant, on the above  letter,  has written under his signatures that he has received the desired information.

In view of the above, no cause of action survives further.   As such,  the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagdish Ram,

# 307/Type 4, Nuhon Colony,

Post Office Ghanauli, 

Distt. Roopnagar-140113.
                                                                        
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Headmaster,

Govt. High School,

Patial , via Janauri, Distt. Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority, 

Distt. Education Officer, (SE)

Hoshiarpur.                                                                                              
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1375   of 2014

Present:  None for  Appellant.

     S/Shri Ashok Kumar, S.S. Master and  Ashwani Kumar,  Clerk  


     For respondents.
ORDER:



Shri Jagdish Ram,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 26.11.13 , addressed to Headmaster, Govt. High School, Patial, Distt. Hoshiarpur   sought his personal information as he has served in the School for the period from October, 1980 to 29.8.85 and resigned.


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 31.3.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During hearing of this case today, it is noted that a communication vide letter dated  654, dated  23.5.14 has been received in the Commission duly signed by the Headmaster,  Govt. High School, Patial,  Distt. Hoshiarpur vide which certain information have been provided to the appellant.  

It is further noted that the remaining information has already been supplied to the appellant vide letter  no. 637, dated 4.4.14.  A perusal of both these letters  reveals that the  information to the appellant stands supplied  as per record of the said School.  As such, no cause of action survives further.   Therefore, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2014



    State Information Commissioner. 

                                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar s/o Shri Hans Raj,

r/o Vill. Mohan Ke Hithar, P.O. Pindi,

Tehsil Guru Harsahai,

Distt. Ferozepur.
                                                                                         
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Guru Harsahai, Distt. Ferozepur.

152022.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.                                                                                                       
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1380   of 2014

Present: Appellant in person.
               None for respondents.
ORDER:


Shri  Vijay Kumar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 2.12.13 , addressed to PIO o/o SDM,  Guru Harsahai,  sought  certain information pertaining to the files which were  in the  Suvidha Centre  for the period from 1.8.13 to 31.8.13 for  issuance of residence, income, SC certificates  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 vide letter dated 22.1.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   31.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said.   Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case Shri Vijay Kumar, appellant stated that he has not received any information from the respondent PIO cum SDM, Guru Harsahai, Distt.  Ferozepur till date.   Similarly, the First Appellate Authority cum DC,  Ferozepur to whom the first appeal was filed on 22.1.14 has not responded at all.


It  is thus  noted that total  lackadaisical approach has been adopted by the respondent PIO cum SDM, Guruharsahai  in providing the demanded information to the appellant, willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause..   As such a show cause notice is issued to Shri Kala Ram Kansala PIO cum  SDM, Guruharsahai, Distt. Ferozepur to explain in writing as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon him  for his failing to  provide the information as mandated under the provisions of  Section 7(1)  of RTI Act,   to the  appellant  though he filed an RTI Application on  2.12.2013.  

            He is  also afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing, failing to avail the same it  shall be presumed  that  he has nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against them.


 He is further  directed to supply the   point-wise, correct, complete  and duly attested information to the appellant under his signatures, free of cost,  under registered cover within  7 days from today. 


He is further directed to attend the Commission,  on the next date of hearing  with one spare set of  provided information


Adjourned to  11.6.14 at 11.00 AM for further heairng.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2014



        State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

Shri Kala Ram Kansala. PIO cum                (REGISTERED)
 Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Guruharsahai, Distt. Ferozepur 

For strict compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2014



        State Information Commissioner. 

                                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surinder Pal Singh 
s/o Shri Chattar Singh

H.No. 2378, Gali No. 2½ ,

Dashmesh Nagar, 

Sri Mukatsar Sahib .                                                                         
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director Public Instructions,

(SE) Punjab, PSEB Complex,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  1168   of 2014

Present: None for Complainant.
               Ms. Swaranjit Kaur, Sr. Asstt.  o/o DPI, Punjab and Ms. Kiran Bhateja, Math Lecturer  o/o DEO (SE),  Sri Mukatsar Sahib for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Surinder Pal Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  3.4.13 addressed to  DPI (SE). Punjab    sought certain information on 7 points pertaining to  Ms. Kiran Bhateja, Lecturer (Diet),  Mukatsar who was given the State Award for meritorious services.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 9.4.14.

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

During hearing of this case today, it is noted that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter  dated 10.4.13 by the PIO cum  Supdt. o/o  DPI (SE), Punjab.  Similarly, the PIO cum  Asstt Director (SE) , Punjab vide letter dated 13.5.14 wrote to DEO,(SE) Mukatsar  for providing him remaining  information on point no. 2 and 4  and copy of this letter was also endorsed to the complainant for his information.   It is thus noted that due response/information as per the record have been supplied by the   PIO cum  Supdt. o/o  DPI (SE), Punjab to the complainant vide above two letters.
  
 Since the applicant/complainant has approached the Commission in a complaint case under the provisions of  Section 18 of the Act ibid, his attention is invited to para 31 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:-

“The Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.


In this view of the matter, complainant, if he so desires may   file First Appeal against the decision of the PIO before the First Appellate Authority cum DEO (SE), Mukatsar.  If, the complainant approaches the First Appellat Authority,  the FAA is directed to decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.


The FAA  is further directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete relevant and correct.


Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.  In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated  3.4.13 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


If, however, the applicant-complainant 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,


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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.5.2014


   
  State Information Commissioner. 

                         STATE INFORMATION   COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Pankaj Bala d/o Sh. Banarsi Dass,

 w/o Jinder Pal Singh,

r/o Nimazipur P.O. Mulewal Khehra,
Tehsil Shahkot, Distt. Jalandhar-144702.                                        
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General,

School Education, Punjab,

PSEB Complex, Sector 62

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali-160062                                                           
    
Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1172  of 2014

 Present:  Shri Jinderpal Singh authorized rep. of the complainant..

      Shri Avtar Singh,  Sr. Asstt. for respondent.
ORDER:


Ms. Pankaj Bala,  complainant vide an RTI application dated 26.12.13   addressed to PIO cum Chairman Recruitment Cell cum  Director General School Education, Punjab   sought certain information pertaining to recruitment of  Pendu Sahyogi Adhiyapak  (Art & Craft).

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  11.4.14.

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


During hearing of this case today, it is noted that a communication vide letter no. 13/6-14 RB (1), dated  8.5.14  have been received in the Commission vide which the requisite information has been sent to the complainant.  


It is further noted that the demanded information sent to complainant is based on record. As such, no cause of action survives further,    Therefore, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Nazar Singh,

s/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

Vill. Gobindgarh P.O. Jogiana                                                                                  
  

Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                              Complainant
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o   Director, Rural Development & 
Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, 
Sector 62, S.A.S. Nagar,Mohali.                                      
    Respondent

                                                          CC No.690     of 2014

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Baljit Singh Kainth, DDPO, Ludhiana  and Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. o/o DRDP Pb., for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Nazar Singh,  complainant vide an RTI application dated 6.1.2014 addressed to  the Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali, sought copy of  action taken report on letter  No. 4790 dated 22.8.2013 written by  Distt, Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana. 


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 on18.2.2014.


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


 On the last date of hearing i.e. 22.4.14, it was noted that a communication vide letter no.1812, dated 9.4.14 had been received in the Commission on 11.4.14 from Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka, PIO cum Addl. Director, Panchayats wherein it had been mentioned that it was correct that the report vide letter no. 4790, dated 22.8.13 was received from the DDPO, Ludhiana.   However, since no conclusion was arrived at by DDPO, therefore, the same was returned to him for making proper report.  Again, he sent a report vide letter no. 7500, dated  26.12.13.  However, again it had been returned back to him vide letter dated 15.1.14 being without any conclusion/findings.   After that no report had been received.   As and when the correct report was received from the DDPO, Ludhiana, action would be taken on the same and the final action taken report would  be sent to the complainant.  It was further noted that a copy of this letter had been addressed to Shri Nazar Singh, complainant.


It was further noted that Shri Nazar Singh, complainant vide letter dated  22.4.14 had expressed his inability  to attend the Commission on that date because of  certain other compelling engagements.  As such, Shri Nazar Singh, complainant was afforded another opportunity to attend the Commission either in person or though his authorized representative on the next date of hearing.  


Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka, Additional Director, Panchayats O/o   Director, Rural Development & Panchayats,Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali and  DDPO, Ludhiana was directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing with written submissions, action taken report and relevant record for the perusal of the same by the Commission and the case was adjourned to 27.5.2014 for further hearing.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Baljit Singh Kainth, D.D.P.O. Ludhiana stated that he has sent the final report to the Director Rural Development & Panchayats vide letter No. 2402, dated 13.5.2014,  and the action on this report is to be taken by him and action taken report as such is to be sent to the complainant by the PIO o/o D.R.D.P. Pb., Mohali.


However, Smt. Preetmohinder Kaur stated that the said report has not been received in their office till today. Shri Baljit Singh Kainth ,D.D.P.O. Ludhiana,  handed over the copy of  letter No. 2402 dated 13.5.2014 addressed to the Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Pb. for further action. She further stated that action on this report would be taken and  also stated that   the  post of  Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Pb.  is vacant by whom the action on this report  is to be taken and after final orders on this report of DDPO Ludhiana are passed by D.R.D.P. Pb. , action taken on this report would be conveyed to the complainant, as such. 


It is noted that neither the complainant  attended the commission on the last date of hearing i.e. on 22.4.2014, nor today. As such his attention is invited to the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 [arising out of SLP (C) No. 32768-32769/2010] in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.   As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given to the PIO by the Commission. 

Moreover, since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 which he has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order,  the complainant is advised to file the  first appeal before the designated First Appellate Authority namely Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005,for seeking copy of action taken report demanded by him vide RTI application dated 6.1.2014 who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned, and shall decide first appeal by passing a speaking order.

 If, however, the applicant-complainant 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.

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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.5.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

i) The  Director, Rural Development &                 (REGISTERED)
 Panchayats Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, 

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali 

ii) Shri  Nazar Singh,                                             (REGISTERED)

s/o Sh. Joginder Singh,


Vill. Gobindgarh P.O. Jogiana                                                                                 
 Distt. Ludhiana)

For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.5.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Avtar Singh,

s/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

Burj Klara, P.O. Hanur,

 Block Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.
                                                           Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali. 

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali   
Shri R.P. Bansal, , Deemed PIO cum                                                                 

XEN, PWD Panchayati Raj, 

Ludhiana.

Shri Santosh Pabbi, Deemed PIO- cum





Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Dehlon, Distt. Ludhiana.

Shri Varinder Kumar, Deemed PIO cum-                                           
Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.                                                             Respondents  
                                                      AC No. 897   of 2014

Present: 
 Shri Avtar Singh, Appellant in person.

 Shri Baljit Singh Kainth, DDPO, Ludhiana   and Ms. Preet Mohinder      Kaur, Sr. Asstt. o/o DRDP Pb., for respondent.

.

ORDER:



Shri Avtar Singh,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 7.7.13 , addressed to PIO, o/o  F.C. Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Punjab, Civil Sectt-2, Sector 9, Chandigarh  sought copy of the enquiry report made  on complaint dated 6.3.13 against the Sarpanch Gram Panchayat village  Buraj Kalara, P.O. Hathur, Block Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.



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 20.8.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  6.2.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 9.4.2014.


On hearing held on 9.4.2014, it was noted that a communication vide letter no. 1664, dated 31.3.2014 had been received on 2.4.2014 under the signatures of  Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka, PIO cum Addl. Director Panchayats alongwith enclosures including copy of the enquiry report conducted in the said complaint made by the appellant against Sarpanch of Gram Panchayat Burj  Kulara, Block Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana mentioning  in it that the requisite information had been supplied to the appellant on  10.9.2013.


However, Shri Avtar Singh, appellant stated that copy of the enquiry report conducted by the Divisional Dy., Director,  Rural Dev. & Panchayats and sent to Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayats vide letter dated 27.6.13  had been supplied to him, which did not pertain to his complaint dated 6.3.13.   He further stated that this enquiry report pertained to the complaint made by him against the Sarpanch of village Burj  Kulara  on  12.12.11.   According to the appellant, the supplied information was incorrect and misleading.    As such, Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka,  PIO cum Addl.  Director, Panchayats  was directed to attend the Commission personally on the next fixed date with  a copy of the correct information demanded by the appellant vide RTI application dated  7.7.2013. The case was adjourned to  22.4.2014 for further hearing.


On the last date of  hearing i.e. 22.4.2014, Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka, Addl. Director  stated that the enquiry report  dated 6.3.13 prepared  by the Divisional Dy. Director, Rural Dev. and Panchayats and supplied to the appellant vide letter dated  27.6.13 is the same report which is with reference to complaint dated 6.3.13.  However, the appellant expressed his dis-agreement with it.   As such, Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka, PIO cum Add. Director, Panchayats sought an adjournment with the request for seeking comments of the Divisional Deputy Director, Patiala on the report  sent by him as to whether the same was pertaining to appellant’s complaint dated 6.3.13 or not so that the appellant could be apprised and the facts finding report pertaining   to the complaint dated  6.3.2013 made by the appellant is again provided to him  on or before  the next fixed date, as such, the case was adjourned to  27.5.14 for further proceedings.

During the hearing of this case today, it is noted that Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleke, PIO cum Additional Director, Panchayats vide letter No. 2412, dated 19.5.2014, copy of which has also been endorsed to the appellant, has informed that copy of comments received from DDPO Patiala has been supplied to the appellant. However, 3 reports are pending at the level of X.E.N. Panchayati Raj, Ludhiana, BDPO Jagraon and DDPO Dehlon. 

In view of these facts, all these three officers are impleaded as necessary parties for supply of information to the appellant. 

The DDPO Ludhiana is directed to ensure that the concerned reports are received from the above named respondents by him within  a period of 2 weeks without any further delay. Shri Baljit Singh Kainth, Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, Ludhiana is further  directed to attend the commission personally alongwith Shri R.P. Bansal, XEN, PWD Panchayati Raj, Ludhiana, Shri Santosh Pabbi, BDPO Dehlon and Shri Varinder Kumar , BDPO Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana on the next date of hearing, with a set of information supplied to the appellant.


Adjourned to 17.6.2014 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing, 
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 


Copy to:-

i)

Shri Baljit Singh Kainth,                                          (REGISTERED)
Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, 

Ludhiana.

ii)

Shri R.P. Bansal, XEN,                                            (REGISTERED)                            

PWD Panchayati Raj, 

Ludhiana.

iii) Shri Santosh Pabbi, 



   (REGISTERED)
Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Dehlon, Distt. Ludhiana.

iv) Shri Varinder Kumar,                                            (REGISTERED)
Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana..

For  necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Saaraj Singh,

s/o Shri Bhajan Singh,

r/o Vill. Sodhi wala, P.O. Karhma,

Block Mamdot, Tehsil Guruharsahai,

Distt. Ferozepur.
 






Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Mamdot, Distt. Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Feroze-pur.                                                                                                           

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  1053  of 2014

Present:

Shri Saaraj Singh appellant in person;

Shri Prem Singh, Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Mamdot, Distt. Ferozepur for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:



Shri Saaraj  Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 1.11.13  addressed to PIO cum BDPO, Mamdot, District Ferozepur,  sought certain information  for the period from  2003-2008 pertaining to the grants received and spent by the Gram Panchayat  village   Sodhiwala during the period of  Ex-Sarpanch Gurjinder Singh. 



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 15.1.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   on   25.2.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


On the last date of hearing, i.e. 29.4.2014,  it was noted that the information was  to be provided by the PIO cum  Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat village Sodhiwala to the appellant.  However, at the same time Ist appellate authority cum BDPO, Mamdot had not   taken any  initiative on the first appeal filed by the appellant before him vide letter dated 15.1.14,


As such,  BDPO,  Mamdot, Distt. Ferozepur was also treated as deemed PIO, for the purpose of providing pointwise information to the appellant.

             It is  further noted that total  lackadaisical approach had been adopted by the  respondent PIO cum Panchayat Secretary. Gram Panchayat, village Sodhiwala and BDPO, Mamdot, Distt. Ferozepur  in ensuring the providing of information to the appellant.   As such a show cause notice was issued to PIO cum Panchayat Secretary. Gram Panchayat, village Sodhiwala and BDPO,  Mamdot, Distt. Ferozepur  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 his failing to provide the information willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till date to the  appellant though he filed an RTI Application was filed on  2.11.2013.  

            Both were   afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing failing which it would be presumed  that they have  nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against them.

             They were  further directed to provide to the appellant point-wise complete, correct and duly attested information free of cost under registered cover within a period of 10 days failing which further proceedings which include initiation of disciplinary proceedings under the provisions of Section 20 (2) of the Act ibid would be considered to be taken.   

              They were   further directed to attend the Commission on the next date of hearing with one spare set of  provided information.

              They were also directed to  file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public certifying that duly attested information whatsoever was available in their office record pertaining to the RTI  Application made by the appellant had been made available to him and nothing had  been concealed and the case was adjourned to  27.5.2013 for further hearing.

During the hearing today, i.e.  on 27.5.2014, Appellant, Shri Saaraj Singh stated that though he has received the information from the Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Sodhiwala, the same is incomplete as he has demanded information for the period from 2003 to 2008 where same has  only been supplied for the period from 2005 to 2008 and also  same is unattested. 

Shri Prem Singh, BDPO Mamdot, stated that he has joined on 10.3.2014 therefore he was not  aware of facts at all as he was not apprised by Shri Gurvinder Singh, PIO cum Panchayat Secretary Sodhiwala, Block Mamdot, Distt. Ferozepur and more so he was busy with election duty. 

It is further noted that Shri Gurvinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, has not attended the commission today despite that he was issued a show cause notice vide order dated 29.4.2014 under registered cover. Similarly he has not availed the opportunity of being heard despite affording him an opportunity. It is further noted that the complete and correct information is far from being provided to the appellant though he filed an RTI application on 1.4.2013. 

In view of above noted facts the commission  in exercise of its powers conferred upon him under the provisions of section 20(1) of the RTI act, 2005, imposes a penalty of Rs.10,000/- (Ten thousand only) upon Shri Gurvinder Singh, PIO cum Panchayat Secretary , Gram Panchayat Sodhiwala, Block Mamdot, Tehsil GuruHarsai, Distt. Ferozepur and this amount of penalty shall be deducted by Shri Prem Singh, BDPO, Mamdot from the salary of Shri Gurvinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary and shall be deposited under the relevant head i.e. “Major Head-0070-Other Administrative Services-60 Other Services – 800 –Other receipts -86 Fee under the Right to Information Acrt,2005 (Penalty)”
Shri Prem Singh, B.D.P.O. Mamdot shall ensure that the complete, correct, point wise duly typed and signed information,  supported by relevant documents, is supplied to appellant within a period of 10 days from today. 

He is further directed to attend  the Commission personally alongwith Shri Gurvinder Singh Panchayat Secretary Gram Panchyat  Sodhiwala, Block Mamdot, with one complete  set of provided information. 

He will also produce before the commission, the copy of Treasury Challan vide which penalty amount is deposited. 

It is also clarified that failing to ensure the  providing of  correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant this time, would also attract the penalty provisions of section 20(1) against Shri Prem Singh, BDPO Mamdot who has been treated as deemed PIO under the provisions of Section 5(4)(5) of Act ibid. for  assisting PIO in providing of information.


Adjourned to 12.6.2014 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing. 
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.5.2014
 

   
   State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i) Shri Gurvinder Singh 


PIO cum Panchayat Secretary.                      (REGISTERED)
        Gram Panchayat,village

         Sodhiwala, Block  Mamdot 

        Tehsil  Guru Harsahai,  Distt. Ferozepur
ii)
Shri Prem Singh,                                             (REGISTERED)

Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,         

         Mamdot, Distt. Ferozepur.      
 For necessary  compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.5.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amandeep Singh

s/o Sh. Major Singh

vill. Haripur p.o. Dhandian

Tehsil Zira, Distt. Ferozepur.                                                                         

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.                                                                                                          

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.1094    of 2014

Present:    
None for the appellant.
                
 HC  Nek Chand for the respondents.

ORDER:

Shri Amandeep Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated nil , addressed to  Sr. Supdt. of  Police, Moga  sought the following information on 3 points:-

The applicant also applied for the post of Constable (Men) vide Form no. 7499 having  Roll no. 3125 but he was not selected.  Therefore following information be supplied:-

“1.Copy of complete comparative merit list of the Constables (Men) alongwith  numbers procured by the candidates, recruited in Distt.  Moga vide advertisement dated 29.9.2011 in Daily Ajit newspaper.

2.That the complete Merit List of applicant namely Amandeep Singh alongwith detail numbers.

3.That how many persons have been recruited as a Constable (Men) from District Moga.” 


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  23.9.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  17.1.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


On the last date of hearing, i.e. on  7.5.2014, it was noted that SSP, Moga had supplied to Shri  Amandeep Singh s/o Shri Major Singh, vill. Haripur PO  Dhandian, Tehsil  Zira,  Distt.  Ferozepur only   the marks obtained by him in physical test, educational qualifications and in interview, whereas, copy of comparative merit list  of Constables (Men) selected as per advertisement dated 29.9.11  with  marks obtained by them, as per further distribution made by Department had not  been supplied.
i)It was thus  noted no point-wise information as demanded by appellant had not been provided to appellant in an era of transparency, when right to information had been held as fundamental right.   

ii)A society which adopted openness as a value of overarching significance not only permits its citizens a wise range of  freedom of  expression, it also went further in actually opening up the deliberative process of the Government itself to the sunlight of public scrutiny.

iii)
As such, one more opportunity was given to Dr. S. Bhoopati, IPS, PIO cum SSP Moga  to ensure that the point-wise, correct, complete and duly attested  was supplied by him to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of  10 days.

           It was further made clear  that failing to provide demanded information to appellant could attract the  provisions of  Section 20(1) of the Act ibid.


PIO cum  S.S.P.  Moga was further directed to depute APIO, on the next date of hearing with one spare set of the provided information for the perusal of the same by the Commission and the case was adjourned to  27.5.2014, for further proceedings. 


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Nek Chand , H.C. appearing on behalf of SSP Moga, delivers a copy of letter No. 67664-65/C RTI dated 22.5.2014, supported by a set of documents containing the information. He further handed over to the Commission letter dated 22.5.2014, where in Shri Major Singh, father of Shri Amandeep Singh, appellant, affixing his signatures have personally received the information. 

It is further noted that neither the appellant is present nor any communication has been received from him. Hence, now since the complete information as demanded by appellant stands supplied to him vide letter No. 6764-65/C RTI dated 22.5.2014, no cause of action survives further, the case is disposed and closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated 27.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

