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

Shri   Govinder Singh,

s/o S. Ganda Singh, 
House No. 404, ward no. 2,

Ram Basti, Khalifa Bagh, Dhuri Road,

Sangrur.-148001.                                                                                 
  
Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director  Public Instructions,Punjab,

(Secondary Education),  Vidhya Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.  (Being a Head of the Deptt
                                                                                                       
    Respondent

                                                          CC No. 804  of 2014

Present: None.
ORDER:


Shri Govinder Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 13.1.2014  addressed to the Director  Public Instructions,(Sec. Education) Punjab, Mohali, sought  2 points  information i.e.:-
i) copy of charge-sheet recommended by the DEO, (SE), Sangrur  vide letter  no. 6/314-11 Estt. 2(1), dated 15.11.11 and vide no. 92/2/4/12, dated 30.3.12 against Shri Darshan Singh,  Science Master, High School,  Tunga, Distt. Sangrur.

ii) Inspection report done  by DEO (SE), Sangrur  of Govt. High School, Runga on 19.10.11.


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 26.2.2014.


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 for today.


During the hearing of this case today, it is noted that Asstt. Director, (SA 2)  vide letter  no.24/24-14/A-2(2), dated  24.1.14 has informed the complainant that he cannot be provided the information, the same being third party as per provisions  contained in Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005.

As such before further action in the matter is considered to be taken, the complainant is directed to file an affidavit duly attested by Magistrate/Notary Public on or before the next date of hearing justifying the larger  public interest involved in seeking the information which pertains to third party.


Similarly, Dr. Jarnail Singh, PIO cum Assistant Director (School Admn. 2) is directed to appear in person before the Commission on the next date of hearing with the written submissions, action taken report and records for the perusal of the same by the Commission.


Adjourned to  29.5.14 at  11.00  AM.
                                                                                                      Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.4.2014


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i)  Shri   Govinder Singh,                    (REGISTERED)
s/o S. Ganda Singh, 
House No. 404, ward no. 2,

Ram Basti, Khalifa Bagh, Dhuri Road,

Sangrur.-148001.   
ii) Dr. Jarnail Singh, PIO cum Asstt. Director (SA 2)

O/o  Director  Public Instructions,Punjab,

(Secondary Education),  Vidhya Bhawan,                  (REGISTERED
Sector 62, Mohali.                    
For necessary compliance.
  
                                                                         Sd/-
Chandigarh.

                                                                                       




                             (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.4.2014


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

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

Ms. Gurdev Kaur w/o Sh. Sampuran Singh,

# 142, Gali no. 1-B,

Farid Nagar , Rampura Phool,

Distt. Bathinda -151103.                                                                        
  
Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(SE) Bathinda. 

                                                                                                   
    Respondent

                                                          CC No.  807   of 2014

Present:Complainant in person.
ORDER:


Smt. Gurdev Kaur complainant vide an RTI application dated 14.11.2013, addressed to   District Education Officer,(S.E.), Bathinda, sought copy of the calculation slip for Rs. 290505/- which was paid as interest due to the late payment. 


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 28.2.2014.


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 for today.


During the hearing of this case today, it is noted that a communication  dated  28.4.14 has been received in the Commission under the signatures of PIO cum Dy. DEO,  Bathinda wherein he has requested for adjournment of this case to some other date due to the election duties of entire staff. 

 Ms. Gurdev   Kaur,  complainant   stated that she has been provided the calculation slip  vide letter no. 704-706/9835, dated 4.4.14.   However, it is not clear as to how this calculation has been made.


In view of above submissions made by the PIO cum Dy. DEO (SE), Bathinda, the case is adjourned to  20.5.14  at 11.00 AM for further hearing.

As such, PIO cum Dy. DEO (SE), Bathinda is directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date of hearing with written submissions, action taken report and records for its perusal and record.


Adjourned to  20.5.14 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.
Chandigarh.

                                                                (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.4.2014


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

Dy. Distt. Education Officer (SE)             (REGISTERED)

Bathinda.  (BY NAME)

For strict compliance.
                                                                                                      Sd/-
Chandigarh.

                                                                (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.4.2014


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

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

Shri  Rachhpal Singh Kalyan,

s/o Sh. Nachhater Singh,

# LIG 1138, Phase-1, Model Town,

Bathinda-151001.                                                                             
        
Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Primary) Bathinda. 

                                                                                                 
    Respondent

                                                          CC No.808     of 2014

Present:Complainant in person.

              Ms. Anju Gupta, PIO cum  DEO (EE), Bathinda.



ORDER:


Shri Rachhpal Singh Kalyan, complainant vide an RTI applic ation dated 8.1.2014  addressed to District Education Officer, (Primary) Bathinda, sought certain information on 10 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 28.2.2014.


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 for today.



During the hearing of this case today,  it is noted that on receipt of RTI Application dated  8.1.14 immediately an amount of  Rs. 40/- as additional fee/documents charges  plus Rs. 30/- for registered letter, if the information is asked for through Regd. Letter, was demanded from the complainant by the PIO cum Dy. DEO (EE), Bathinda  which was duly deposited by the complainant on 13.2.14.

During hearing of this case,  Ms.  Anju Gupta, PIO cum Dy. DEO (EE), Bathinda stated that the requisite information was provided to the complainant vide letter no. 2014/367, dated  13.12.14 by hand.    However,  after  being pointed out certain discrepancies in the provided information on Point no. 1 and 2, the remaining information was again sent to the complainant.   

Since the complainant stated before the Commission that he  has not received the same,  information on point no. 1 and 2 have again been provided to him today by PIO cum Dy. DEO (EE), Bathinda in the Commission itself.


Now since the complete information stands supplied to the complainant, the case is disposed of and closed.
                                                                                                     Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.4.2014


   
  State Information Commissioner. 

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

Shri Ram Kumar, President         
                                                                                        Shri Gurcharan Chaudhary, Admn.

J.V.G.Sports Welfare Club,

Vill. Kherhi Gujran,

P.O. & Tehsil Dera Bassi, 

Distt. S.A.S.Nagar.                                                                                       
Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Derabassi, Distt. Mohali.  

                                                                                                       
    Respondent

                                                          CC No.814   of 2014

Present: None for parties.
ORDER:


Shri Ram Kumar, complainant vide an RTI application dated 16.1.2014, addressed to the PIO cum  B.D.P.O.,Derabassi, Distt. Ajitgarh, Mohali, sought certain information on 7 points pertaining to Sri  Gugga Naumi Mela held in village Kheri Gujran.

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.


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. and notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, it is noted that a communication vide letter dated 28.4.14 has been received in the Commission wherein  Shri Ram Kumar/Shri Gurcharan Chaudhary, President/Administrator, .J.V.G.Sports Welfare Club,Vill. Kherhi Gujran,P.O. & Tehsil Dera Bassi, Distt. S.A.S.Nagar has requested  to the Commission in writing for closure of this case as they have received the complete information from BDPO, Dera Bassi, Distt.  Mohali, to their satisfaction.


In view of this, the case is disposed of and closed.                                                                                    

                                                                                                    Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.4.2014


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

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

Shri Saraj 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:

ORDER:



Shri Saraj  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 for today.

During the hearing of this case today, it is noted that the information is  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 has 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 is also treated as deemed PIO, for the purpose of providing pointwise information to the appellant.

             It is  further noted that total  lackadaisical approach has 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 is issued to PIO cum Panchayat Secretary. Gram Panchayat,village Sodhiwala and BDPO,  Mamdot, Distt. Ferozepur  to explain 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 not providing the information willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till date to the  appellant though he filed an RTI Application on  2.11.2013.  

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

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

              They are  also directed to  file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public certifying that duly attested information whatsoever is available in their office record pertaining to the RTI  Application made by the appellant has been made available to him and nothing have  been concealed.           

Adjourned to  27.5.2013 at  11.00 AM.

                                                                                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.4.2014


   
   State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

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

         Sodhiwala, Block  Mamdot 

        Tehsil  Gurharshaye,  Distt. Ferozepur

         (BY NAME)

ii) Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,        .        (REGISTERED)
         Mamdot, Distt. Ferozepur. (BY NAME)
       For necessary  compliance.

                                                                                       Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.4.2014


   
   State Information Commissioner. 

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

Shri H.S.Hundal, 

H.No. 3402, Sector 71,

Mohali.
                                                                                                                   
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Courts complex,

G.T.Road, Moga.

First Appellate Authority, 

Cum Civil Judge (Senior Division)

 District Courts complex,

G.T.Road, Moga                                                                                                          
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1067   of 2014

Present:Appellant in person.
              Shri Raj  Kumar,  Stenographer  for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri H.S.Hundal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 6.1.14, addressed to PIO o/o Distt. Courts complex, G.T. Road, Moga,  sought certain following information on 5 points:-
“1.
Certified copy of the orders of the Authority/rules/orders relating to the mode/manner/means that is being followed to accept and attest Bail Bonds in all types of bail orders and Sapurdaris of this court including specific orders to accept sureties of immovable properties and vehicles of outstations and other districts.

2.
Certified copy of the orders of the Authority/rules/orders relating to the mode/manner/means to secure and note the personal details and photographs in a register  of sureties and all persons that submit bail bonds in all types of baied orders and Sapurdaris of this court.

3.
Certified copies of the entire pages of these Registers maintained by the Reader of this court since 01-01-2012 till Date, displaying clearly the particulars and photographs of all the sureties.

4.
Certified copies of all disciplinary actions initiated/taken/pending against Reader Gurdev Tallewala of this Court during  his posting at all posts at Moga Courts.

5.
Certified copies of cause lists of this court dated 08/09/2012, 16/10/2012, 07/12/2012, 02/02/2013, 02/04/2013, 02/05/2013, 20/7/2013, 24/08/2013, 19./10/13 and 13/12/2013.” 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 10.2.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 26.2.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During hearing  of this case today,  Shri Raj Kumar, Stenographer,  District Courts,  Moga stated that first appeal dated  10.2.14 filed by the appellant was received in their office on 15.2.14.  However, since there were certain discrepancies in the same, notice was sent to the appellant on 15.2.14 through registered post to make out the deficiencies followed by reminder Memo. No. 890. dated 12.3.14.   The appellant was also informed that the date of hearing the first appeal shall be given to him as and when the deficiencies are removed.   But instead of doing so, the appellant filed second appeal  on  26.2.14.

The entire matter has been discussed in detail in the presence of Shri H.S. Hundal, appellant who agreed for remitting of his appeal  to Ms. Sanjeeta, First Appellate Authority cum  Civil Judge  (Sr.  Division), Moga.   
As such, the case of the appellant is remitted back to Ms. Sanjeeta, FAA cum Civil Judge (Senior Division),  Moga.

She is directed to decide the  appeal  dated 10.2.14  filed by the appellant in accordance with the provisions contained in the RTI Act, 2005.
She is further directed to ensure the providing of point-wise correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant free of cost in accordance with law after affording adequate opportunity, both to appellant and PIO.


The FAA  is further directed to peruse all the relevant documents 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 and law, 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  6.1.14  filed under the Act ibid and after complete information as per provisions of  said Act is provided to the appellant, Ist appeal shall be disposed of by passing a speaking order.

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

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

                                                                                                      Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.4.2014


   
State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

Ms. Sanjeeta, First Appellate Authority       (REGISTERED)
cum  Civil Judge  (Sr.  Division), Moga.   

For necessary compliance.

                                                                                       Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.4.2014


   
State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  B.D. Gandhi,

H.No. 760, Sector 4         
                                                                                       

 Panchkula (Haryana)                                                                            

                                                                                                 Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, School Education,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, 

Sector 9-A, Chandigarh. 

                                                                                                                      Respondent

                                                          CC No. 490 of 2014

Present: 

Complainant in person.

               

Shri Madan Lal, Registrar  o/o DPI (SE), Punjab.

ORDER:


Shri B.D.Gandhi, complainant vide an RTI application dated 25.6.2012   addressed to PIO o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, (School Education)  Chandigarh, sought information on 8 points. 


The RTI application was transferred by the Supdt. Education Deptt. under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the  Asstt. Director (School Administration-2) cum  Nodal  Public Information Officer o/o DPI (SE).



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 31.1.2014.


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. and notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 1.4.2014.


On the last date of hearing on 1.4.2014, it was noted that only the information on point no. 5 had been supplied by the respondent PIO cum Registrar  o/o  DPI (SE) to the complainant while information on other points was denied stating that the  same was in the shape of questionnaire, so  the reply could not be given by the respondent PIO.  The respondent  PIO further  stated that he would fix date and time  with the complainant  and provide the remaining information whatsoever was available in the office record.  The complainant also agreed  to attend the office of Respondent PIO, after mutually settled date and time, for seeking required information.


In view of the above noted facts, before the penalty provisions of  sections 20(1) and 20(2) of the said Act are considered to be invoked against Shri Madan Lal, Registrar o/o  DPI (SE), Punjab, for failing to provide information,  he was directed to appear on the next fixed date with the written submissions and records for the perusal of the same by the Commission. The case was adjourned to  29.4.2014.


During the hearing of this case today,   Shri B.D. Gandhi, complainant stated that since he has received the complete information to his satisfaction, therefore, his case may be closed.

In view of above statement of the complainant, the case is disposed of and closed.

                                                                                                      Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.4.2014


   
  State Information Commissioner. 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  B.D. Gandhi,

H.No. 760, Sector 4         
                                                                                         Panchkula (Haryana)                                                                            

Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary, School Education,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, 

Sector 9-A, Chandigarh. 

                                                                                                         Respondent

                                                          CC No. 491 of 2014

Present:  
Complainant in person.

              
 Shri Madan Lal, PIO cum Registrar o/o DPI (SE), Punjab.

ORDER:


Shri B.D.Gandhi, complainant vide an RTI application dated 14.3.2013   addressed to PIO o/o Finance  Secretary Punjab, Chandigarh, sought  information as to if DPI (SE) Punjab has got the approval of Finance Deptt. To shift the post of  Establishment Officer from Jalandhar to Chandigarh and allowed the incumbent  Establishment Officer to draw his emoluments  from the Chandigarh office.


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 31.1.2014.


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. and notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 1.4.2014


On the last date of  hearing i.e. on 1.4.2014, it  was observed that no  information had been provided by the respondent PIO to the complainant .  However, Respondent PIO, agreed to provide the information to the complainant within a week’s time.  At this, the complainant agreed for the same.  


However, since  Respondent PIO Shri Madan Lal had failed to provide information to the complainant as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of the said Act, without any reasonable cause, before the penalty  provisions of  sections 20(1) and 20(2) of the said Act were considered to be invoked against Shri Madan Lal, Registrar o/o  DPI (SE), Punjab, he was directed to appear on the next fixed date  with the written submissions and records for the perusal of the same by the Commission. The case was adjourned to  29.4.2013 for further hearing.


During the hearing of this case today,   Shri B.D. Gandhi, complainant stated that since he has received the complete information to his satisfaction, therefore, his case may be closed.


In view of above statement of the complainant, the case is disposed of and closed
                                                                                                    Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.4.2014


   
  State Information Commissioner. 

