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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Sanjeev s/o Shri Seeta Ram,

# B-X/190, Bhadroya Road, 

Near Old Tubewell 

Pathankot.                                                                                      Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O Director Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

PSEB Building, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                                                                       Respondent

                                             Complaint Case No. 2253  of 2013
Present:
 None for the complainant.
Ms. Rupali Tondon, Senior Assistant, and  Shri Narinder Singh, Clerk for the PIO respondent.
Order

The complainant/ applicant Shri Sanjiv  s/o Shri Sita  Ram, addressed an  RTI application dated 15.2.2013, to Director, Public Instructions (S.E) Punjab,  seeking information  pertaining to two registration nos (a)  300022767 (b) 30001201 which were declared ineligible for Teaching & Non-teaching posts against 7654 advertised on dated 23rd September,2009 . Failing to get any information, he also sent a reminder dated 19.3.2013 to D.P.I. (SE) Punjab for the same and subsequently he approached the Commission in a complaint on 21.6.2013.

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 RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
During the hearing of this case it is observed that the requisite information have been sent to the complainant by the Deputy Director (School Admn) , Punjab, vide letter no. 1447, dated 15.7.13, the copy of this communication has also been received in the Commission for its record. The perusal of it reveals that relevant information stands provided to the complainant under registered cover.



Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.



Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.7.13.                               State Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

# 3402, Sector 71,         


S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.                                                                         Appellant
Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O  Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Mini Secretariat, Moga.

First Appellate Authority,

O/O  Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Mini Secretariat, Moga.                                                               Respondent

                                                  Appeal Case No.1561/13

Present:
Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate, appellant in person.                                                                                                            

Shri  Ram Singh ,  Inspector, I/c Security, o/o S.S.P. Moga for respondent PIO.                                                .
Order

Shri H.S.Hundal,  appellant  vide an RTI application dated 11.4.2013,  addressed to PIO o/o  S.S.P. Moga,   sought information  on 4 points pertaining to  the Security/ gunmen provided by Moga Police, which is as follows:-

“1.
List of all persons who are being provided security/Police personnel   by Moga Police at present.

2.
Details of the security provided to each such person as to how many security guards/police personnels are deputed with these persons including the names, numbers and ranks of these security persons separately for each such person.

3.
Certified copies and Details of the orders by which security has been provided to each such person separately, whether by orders of the ADGP(Security) or by SSP Moga or by any other Authority.

4.
List of all persons who are provided security by the Police Stations of Moga District including Details of the security provided to each such person as to how many security guards are deputed with these persons including the names, numbers and ranks of these security persons separately for each such person.”

 Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the appellant filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority i.e. S.S.P. Moga on 10.5.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 



Subsequently the appellant approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 15.6.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During hearing today, Shri H.S.Hundal, Appellant stated that he has been provided information on point No. 1 and 2 whereas he has not been informed any thing pertaining to point no. 3 and 4 of his RTI application dated 11.4.2013. He further stated that he would be satisfied with information on point No. 4.


After the appellant left,  Shri Ram Singh, Inspector, I/c Security, O/O S.S.P. Moga appearing on behalf of PIO-cum- SSP Moga states that the requisite information on Point No. 1 & 2 have been provided vide letter No. 7839/C/CPRC/RTIdated 15.7.2013 ,  the information on Point 3 has been provided vide letter No. 7837-38/C/CPRC/RTI, dated 15.7.2013. He also presented a copy of  letter dated nil in the  commission today containing the information on point no. 4.
Since the complete information stands provided, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.7.13.                               State Information Commissioner

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

Shri  Ashwani Kumar 

s/o Shri Gurdial Saini,

VPO Lahri Guzran, 

Tehsil Pathankot-143534.                                                                        Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O  Director General of School Education, 

Punjab, Sarv Siksha Abhyan, 

SCO 104-106, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.                                                                                               Respondent

                                             Complaint Case No. 2260   of 2013
Present:

For the complainant Shri Ashwani Kumar in person. 
Ms. Rupali Tondon, Senior Assistant, and  Shri Narinder Singh, Clerk o/o the DPI (SE)  and Shri Purshotam Ram, Asstt. o/o DGSE, Sarv Sikhiya Abhyan, for the PIO respondent.
Order

Shri Ashwani Kumar, complainant vide an RTI application dated 30.11.2012,   addressed to  Director General of School Education, Punjab, Sarv Siksha Abhyan, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh,  sought information on 2 points as follows:-

“(i) Photocopy of the bogus  experience certificate furnished by the teachers   during the selection. 

(ii) Photocopies of the complete file of the merit list.”


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the complainant approached the Commission, received in it on 21.6.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing today, the perusal of the case file reveals that Nodal Officer o/o State Project Director, Sarv Siksha Abhyan, transferred the RTI application of the complainant to the DPI (SE) Departmental Selection Committee under the provisions of section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005 for providing the information to the complainant directly. Further the communication dated 24.7.2013, addressed to the commission with a copy of the same endorsed to the complainant Shri Ashwani Kumar, has been received in the Commission wherein it has been mentioned that from the RTI application filed by the complainant it is not at all clear as to what information is being demanded by the complainant. Hence information sought by the complainant is not correct under the provision of RTI Act,2005. 


In view of the matter since in the light of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India’s judgment dated 12.12.2011 delivered in Civil Appeals No. 10787-10788 of 2011 the Commission has no jurisdiction to direct the respondent to provide the information in a complaint case filed under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act. The complainant is advised to either to file fresh RTI application with the respondent-PIO seeking the specific information or alternatively is at liberty to file first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Director Public Instructions, (Secondary Education), Punjab, PSEB Building, Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.  If first appeal is filed by the appellant with the First Appellate Authority then the First Appellate Authority shall decide the matter with 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 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 30.11.2012 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. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.7.13.                               State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
1. Shri  Ashwani Kumar 




(Registered)
s/o Shri Gurdial Saini,

VPO Lahri Guzran, 

Tehsil Pathankot-143534.

2. Shri Kamal Kumar Garg,



(Registered)

Director Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

PSEB Building, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali

-For necessary compliance. 








Sd/-
`Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.7.13.                               State Information Commissioner

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

Shri  Chandan Kumar Gandhi,

s/o Shri Kishan Chand,Vill. Gandla Lahri,

P.O. Pathankot. Distt. Pathankot.                                                        Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O District Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Pathankot.                                                                                                  Respondent

                                             Complaint Case No.  2267   of 2013

Present:
None for the complainant.    

Shri Ramesh Kumar , Panchayat Secretary, Sujanpur and Shri Sukhdev Singh, Steno to BDPO Sujanpur for the PIO respondent.                                                                                                        

Order

Applicant-Complainant Shri Chandan Kumar Gandhi s/o Shri Kishan Chand,Vill. Gandla Lahri, P.O. Pathankot. Distt. Pathankot  vide an unsigned  RTI application dated 25.3.2013, with the PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Pathankot,  seeking action taken report on his letter dated 3.11.2012 written to the Deputy Commissioner, Pathankot which reads as under  :-
“I, Chandan K Gandhi s/o Shri Kishan Chand R/O village Gandlan Lahiri point out that as Shri Charanjit Saini, Sarpanch  vill Gandhlan Lahiri under the    protection of BDPO and Panchayat Secretary is giving shelter to saini community to erect shops and parking at the Panchayat Gara which are in the name of others in the consolidated record. Please do the needful to protect the rights and interests of the residents of the village Gandlan Lahiri.” 

The said RTI application was transferred by PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner Pathankot to the DDPO Pathankot vide letter No. 171/RTI dated 16.4.2013 under the provisions of section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for providing the necessary information to the complainant directly. 

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Complainant approached the Commission, received in it on 21.6.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Ramesh Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, Sujanpur  appearing on behalf of respondent-PIO states that the requisite information has been sent to the applicant-complainant vide letter No. 915-17 dated 22.7.2013 under the signatures of PIO-B.D.P.O., Sujanpur District Pathankot.  He also delivered a copy of the said communication to the Commission for its perusal and record wherein it has been mentioned that said RTI application is not covered under the definition of information under the provisions of RTI Act,2005. 

It is recorded here for the information of the applicant-complainant that in the light of Para No.31 of the judgment dated 12.12.2011 in SLP © No.32768 to 32769 of 2010 delivered by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, while entertaining a complaint u/s 18 of the RTI Act,2005 the Commission has no jurisdiction to pass a order providing for access to the information. 
As such, if the applicant-complainant feels dis-satisfied with the provided information on finding the same to be deficient in any manner he is at liberty to file an appeal under the provisions of 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority-cum-D.D.P.O., Pathankot. 


If, however, still the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., then he may move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per provision of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.

In view of the above facts, case is closed/disposed of. 
                                                              

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.7.13.                               State Information Commissioner

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

Ms. Sunita Rani,

Q.No. 140, Power Colony No. 2,

Patiala-147001.                                                                            Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O Director Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

PSEB Building, Sector 62,

 S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali                                                                       Respondent                                                     

                                             Complaint Case No. 2268    of 2013

Present:

Shri Sushil Kumar Jaluria, for the complainant  Ms. Sunita Rani.

Ms. Rupali Tondon, Senior Assistant, and  Shri Narinder Singh, Clerk    for the PIO respondent

ORDER

Ms. Sunita Rani, complainant vide an RTI application dated 2.3.2013 addressed to Chairman –cum- PIO, State Council of Educational Research and Training,  Chandigarh sought information  relating  to the advertisement dated 23rd September, 2009 for the recruitment of  7654 posts of  Teachers as follows:-
“1. 
Certified copy of Policy/Rules regarding Addition of Marks     obtained in Additional Subjects passed, after passing graduation.

2.   List of candidates appointed in aforesaid advertisement by giving benefit of additional Marks obtained in additional subjects after graduation.” 

On the receipt of this RTI application, ,the PIO o/o Director, S.C.E.R.T., Punjab, Ajitgarh, vide letter dated 11.3.2013, sent the applications of the complainant to the DPI (SE) alongwith Postal Orders mentioning in the forwarding letter that since Chairman of Departmental Selection Committee has retired, and  the whole record  is with DPI (SE) recruitment Branch, Punjab, Mohali therefore necessary  action be taken at your level. A copy of this letter was also endorsed to the complainant to get the information directly from DPI (SE) Pb. Mohali.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the Applicant approached the Commission, in a complaint received in it on 7.6.2013  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

Today during the hearing of this case it is observed that the requisite information have been sent to the complainant by the Deputy Director (School Admn) , Punjab, vide letter no. 471, dated 18.7.13, the copy of said communication has also been received in the Commission for its record. The perusal of it reveals that relevant information stands sent to the complainant under registered cover.

Shri Sushil Kumar Jaluria, present on behalf of his wife   Ms. Sunita Rani complainant stated that the information in this RTI application has been received .



Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.7.13.                               State Information Commissioner
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Jaswant Singh s/o Shri Kanu Ram       
                                                                                  
Vill. Chak Pandain, P.O. Talwara,

Tehsil Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur.                                                           Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O Director Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

PSEB Building, Sector 62,

 S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                                                                  Respondent

                                             Complaint Case No. 2271 of 2013
Present:
None for the Complainant.
For the Respondent: Shri Jaswinder Nayyar, Asstt. Director and Shri Narinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. 
ORDER



Shri Jaswant Singh   complainant  vide an RTI application dated  9.5.2013 addressed to PIO o/o Director, Public Instructions (S.E) Punjab, Mohali  sought following information:-

“What is the required qualification/experience etc. for an appointment as   Head/ Incharge of any Government Middle Schools.”


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the complainant approached the Commission on 21.6.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.



During the hearing today, Shri Narinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of the respondent-PIO submits a copy of letter dated 26.7.2013 vide which requisite information have been provided to the applicant-complainant. Shri Jaswinder Nayyar, Asstt. Director states that the requisite information alongwith instructions of the Department in this regard dated 22.11.2012 have again been sent to the applicant-complainant today under registered cover.  
Since complete information stands provided to the applicant-complainant the case is closed/disposed of. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.7.13.                               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mangat Arora, Advocate,

s/o Sh. Tehal Singh,

Chamber No. 2,

District Courts,

Faridkot.


 
    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Govt. SAS Adarsh Senior Secondary School,

Village Pacca, PO Tehna,

Distt. Faridkot.
 

 
                     

 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 230 of 13

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For Respondent: Shri V.P.Singh, Coordinator
 


Vide RTI application dated  15.09.2012, Sh. Mangat Arora had sought from the respondent information on various counts regarding functioning of the school and other related matters, from May 2011 to date of application. 


Vide registered communication bearing No. 0001 dated October 26, 2012, respondent had sought additional document charges amounting to Rs. 250/- including postal charges stating that the information would be running into approx. 100 pages.   Sh. Arora, vide letter dated 31.10.2012 contested the demand of additional charges. 


Vide communication bearing no. 014 dated 10.11.2012, the respondent declined the information contending that it is not amenable to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 27.12.2012.


This case was earlier allocated to the Bench of SIC Ms. Jaspal Kaur where two hearings dated 18.03.2013 and 11.04.2013 have already taken place.     The case was last posted to 16.05.2013.   However, upon a written request dated 02.05.2013 made by the applicant-complainant, the case had been transferred to this Bench for further hearing. 


On 25.6.2013, Sh. V.P. Singh, Supdt. appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the information sought was voluminous and as such, it was difficult for them to part with the same.   He further stated that no larger public interest had been shown / pleaded by the applicant-complainant in seeking such voluminous information which was otherwise barred under Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Neither the complainant was present nor had any communication been received from him. 


Sh. Mangat Arora was advised to file a duly sworn affidavit indicating the larger public interest involved in seeking such voluminous information and upon receipt thereof, further proceedings in the matter would be taken accordingly.


Also Sh. Arora was further directed to contest his case either in person or through his authorized representative on the next date fixed to state his case.


If, however, nothing was heard from the complainant by the next date, it would be construed that he was not interested in pursual of the case and further order would be passed accordingly and case was adjourned to 10.7.2013.


On the last date of hearing i.e. 10.7.2013, Shri Puneet Kansal, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Respondent/Principal S.A.S.Adarsh Senior Secondary School, village Pakka, Tehsil and District Faridkot stated that he had already made detailed written submissions on 6.4.2013 mentioning therein that the school is not amenable to provide information being not a public authority as it is being run by a Society with the name “S.A.S.Educational Society,S.A.S.Nagar and not funded substantially or receiving any grant from government.  He further stated that Shri Sanjiv Kumar, counsel for the complainant had sought an adjournment to file written statement in support of his version that the school is public authority.  But no written statement have been filed by the complainant till now.  


At this, Shri Sanjiv Kumar, Advocate stated that he would file the written statement on or before next date fully justifying that the school is a public authority and is required to provide the information. 


Shri Puneet Kansal, advocate appearing on behalf of the Principal, S.A.S.Adarsh Senior Secondary School, village Pakka, Tehsil and District Faridkot further stated that now even the services of the Principal of the school stands terminated by the Management i.e. SAS Educational Society, SAS Nagar and SAS Educational Society is no longer a partner in running the Institution and Society after parting with school, have written to government to run the school of its own.



In view of foregoing discussion, both Shri Sanjiv Kumar, advocate and Shri Puneet Kansal appearing on behalf of complainant and respondent respectively were directed to file their written statements on or before next date of hearing. 



But to the utter surprise of the Commission again the applicant-complainant has neither filed his written submissions till today nor anyone is present on his behalf. Whereas an affidavit dated 29.7.2013 duly attested by Notary Public have been filed by Shri Navjot Dhaliwal on behalf of respondent-PIO mentioning as under:-
“1.
That the society had moved an application before the Punjab Educational Development Board for surrender of the school in question. In view thereof as also interest shown by the other party, the Board vide letter dated 5.6.2013 has written to M/s Everonn School Ltd. Allotting the school to them. A copy of same is enclosed as Annexure-A. Consequently the society has nothing to do with the said school at present. 

2.
That during the pendency of the said application, the society had decided not to make any admissions to the school and consequently services of the employees-teaching as well as non-teaching including the principal of the school was dispensed with w.e.f. different dates in the month of March,2013. It is stated that the erstwhile principal of the school is no longer an employee of the society after 31.03.2013.”


As such, the applicant-complainant is afforded a last opportunity to appear before the Commission to defend his case and also to file his written submissions on or before next date, failing which it would be presumed that complainant-applicant does not want to pursue his RTI application any further and the matter shall be decided in his absence. 


Adjourned to 14.08.2013 at 11:00 AM.  









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.07.2013



    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sukhpal Singh 

s/o Sh. Om Parkash,

Village Chak Saido Ke,

Tehsil Jalalabad-West,

Distt. Fazilka.                                    


 
    …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Block Primary Education Officer,

Guru Har Sahai-3

(Distt. Fazilka)
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/O Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Development)

Zila Parishad,

Ferozepur.






…Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1236 of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Om Parkash, BEPO, Guru Har Sahai, and Shri Balwant Singh, Head Teacher. 

Shri  Sukhpal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01.10.2012, addressed to PIO-cum-Block Primary Education Officer, Guruharsahai-3 at Jalalabad district Fazilka, sought following information on three points pertaining to development works of school village Chak Saido Ke during the period from 1.3.2009 to 31.3.2012:-

1. Provide details of grant received for the development works of Govt. Primary school, village Chak Saido Ke during the above mentioned period, details of works done with this grant and copies of Resolutions passed in this connection and also photo copies of receipts of expenditure.

2. Provide photo copies of the maps of building of school for the construction of rooms, kitchen, bathroom and drinking water. 

3. Provide details of expenditure of school grants and grants for repair.   

 
B.P.E.O., Guruharsahai at Jalalabad, vide letter No. 187 dated 30.10.2012, demanded Rs. 2,000/- as additional charges for photocopies.  The appellant sent Demand Draft No. 347449 dated 22.11.2012 amounting to Rs. 2,000/- to the BPEO, Guruharsahi on 28.11.2012. 


Vide letter no. 241 dated 05.02.2013, BPEO wrote to the applicant-appellant that since the teachers of the relevant school are on a non-cooperation move with the government offices, he should approach the BDPO Guru Harsahai or the Zila Parishad Officer, Ferozepur for getting the relevant information. 

 
B.P.E.O., Guruharsahai at Jalalabad informed the appellant that above mentioned school is under the Zila Parishad.  The Pay and Service Record of the teachers working under Zila Parishad is with B.D.P.O, Guruharsahai; therefore, he should approach the B.D.P.O. Guruharsahai or Zila Parishad, Ferozepur for the requisite information. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Sukhpal filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev), Zila Parishad, Ferozepur vide letter dated 11.03.2013 and then approached the Commission in Second Appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 29.05.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.7.2013.


On 15.7.2013, perusal of the case file revealed that no information had at all been provided to Sh. Sukhpal Singh despite lapse of over nine months.  It was also observed that the information in question was to be provided by Dr. Ramesh Singh, In charge, Govt. Primary School, Chak Saido Ke, Block Guru Harsahai, who had failed to act accordingly.   Therefore, Dr. Ramesh Singh, In charge, Govt. Primary School, Chak Saido Ke, Block Guru Harsahai was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO was also given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  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. 


PIO was further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings would be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    He was further directed to present on the next date complete relevant records pertaining to the case along with day-to-day action taken report on the RTI application of the applicant-complainant.


In the meantime, Dr. Ramesh Singh, In charge, Govt. Primary School, Chak Saido Ke, Block Guru Harsahai was directed to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise complete specific information according to his RTI application dated 01.10.2012 duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, within a period of 10 days and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records, on the next date fixed.


On the next date fixed, both Sh. Om Parkash, BPEO, Guru Harsahai at Jalalabad; and Dr. Ramesh Singh, In charge, Govt. Primary School, Chak Saido Ke, Block Guru Harsahai were directed to be personally present before the Commission.

During the hearing today it is observed that Dr. Ramesh Singh, In charge, Govt. Primary School, Chak Saido Ke, Block Guru Harsahai vide letter dated 12.02.2013 has written to Block Primary Education Officer, Guru Harsahai at Jalalabad that he is posted as ETT teacher in Govt. Primary School, Chak Saido Ke which is under Zila Parishad, Ferozepur. As such, if the appellant wants any information he should seek the same through the Block Development and Panchayats Officer-cum-Executive Officer Panchayat Samiti, Guru Harsahai. 


Also Shri Balwant Singh, appearing from school side states that now he has taken over charge from Dr. Ramesh Singh, ETT teacher who was on deputation and has now gone to his parent cadre. He has requested that he should be given some time to provide the information. 


In view of the facts that Dr. Ramesh Singh, ETT teacher was not directly concerned with the providing of requisite information, the show cause notice issued to him on 15.07.2013 is filed.  

As such, Block Development and Panchayats Officer-cum-Executive Officer Panchayat Samiti, Guru Harsahai is directed to ensure that the requisite information is provided to the appellant within a period of 15 days, free of cost, duly attested under registered cover. 


Shri  Balwant Singh, In charge, Govt. Primary School, Chak Saido Ke, Block Guru Harsahai is directed to appear on the next date of hearing with one spare set of provided information. 

Adjourned to 13.08.2013 at 11:00 AM










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





    (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 29.07.2013



 State Information Commissioner
Copy to:-

1. Block Development and Panchayats Officer
(Registered)
-cum-Executive Officer 

Panchayat Samiti, Guru Harsahai,  

District Ferozepur. 
2. Shri  Balwant Singh, 




(Registered)
In charge, 
Govt. Primary School, Chak Saido Ke, 
Block Guru Harsahai, Tehsil Jalalabad,
District Fazilka. 
-For necessary compliance. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





    (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 29.07.2013



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdev Singh 
s/o Shri Banta Singh,

Vill. Dhup Sari, 

P.O. Govt. Polytechnic College,

Batala, 
Distt. Gurdaspur.
      

                                           ….Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, 
S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali)                                                              …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1853    of 2013
Order
Present:
None for the complainant. 



For the Respondent: Shri Varinder Madan, APIO-cum-Supdt. Legal Cell, 


In this case, Shri  Sukhdev Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 25.03.2013 addressed to Secretary, Punjab School Education Board, Sector 62, Mohali, had sought  photo copy of the affidavit filed by the Methodist Co-Educational, S.S. School, Batala with the Punjab School Education Board, Mohali pertaining to the salary of staff.  


Failing to get any response 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 17.5.2013 and accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 26.06.2013 when Ms. Pavitar Pal Kaur, PIO-cum-Joint Secretary, Punjab School Education Board, Mohali showed a copy of the RTI application along with the receipt given to the complainant in token thereof which showed that the RTI application in fact had been filed by him with the Punjab School Education Board on 20.06.2013  and the respondent was not in receipt of any application dated 25.03.2013. 

Though the complaint, as such, was not maintainable as per provisions of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, however in the interest of fair justice Ms. Pavittar Pal Kaur, PIO-cum-Joint Secretary, Punjab School Education Board was directed to provide the relevant information i.e. duly attested photo copy of the affidavit filed by Methodist Co-Educational, S.S. School, Batala with the Punjab School Education Board pertaining to the salary of the teachers within a period of 15 days, free of cost under registered cover.   She was further directed to provide one set of information to the Commission, today, for its perusal and records.  


Complainant was not present on 16.7.2013 nor had any communication been received from him.


Ms. Pavittar Pal Kaur, respondent-PIO submitted that they had not been able to lay hands on the relevant affidavit despite diligent search;  she, however, sought another date to dig out the old records to find out the same, which was granted as last opportunity. It was also directed that in case the respondent did not succeed to trace the affidavit in question, she would submit a duly sworn affidavit to this effect with an advance copy thereof to the applicant-complainant Sh. Sukhdev Singh.    It was made clear that no request for any further adjournment on this count would be entertained.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Varinder Madan, APIO-cum-Supdt. appearing on behalf of respondent-PIO-cum-Joint Secretary, Punjab School Education Board, Sector-62, Mohali have stated that requisite information has been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 18.07.2013. Copy of communication containing information have also been received in the Commission.   


Since the information stands provided to the applicant-complainant, the case is closed/disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 29.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harjinder Pal 

s/o Shri Balraj,

V&PO Mehtan, 

Tehsil Phagwara,

Distt. Kapurthala.                                                                     

… Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, 

Sector 62,

Mohali-160062.   

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/O Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, 

Sector 62,

Mohali-160062.  




   …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1385 of 2013

Order

Present:
Shri Harjinder Pal, appellant in person. 

For the Respondents: Shri Sudesh Kumar, Panchayat Secretary;Shri Kulbir Singh, Supdt. Planning, Shri Inderjit Singh, Sr. Asstt., Ms Amandeep Kaur, Sr. Asstt. 


Shri Harjinder Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28.01.2013, addressed to respondent no. 1 sought certain information on ten points pertaining to his complaint filed in the month of September-October, 2011 regarding unauthorised occupation on Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Bhawan and regarding posting of B.D.P.O., Phagwara from June, 2011 to December, 2011. 


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 – respondent no. 2 vide letter dated 12.03.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 10.06.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.7.2013.


On 17.7.2013, respondents placed on various communications vide which major part of the information as sought by the applicant-appellant stood supplied.


Information on point no. 6 had been brought to the Commission.  Since the appellant was not present, respondent was directed to mail the same to the appellant per registered post and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records.    It was however, noticed that information on point no. 9 and 10 of the RTI application still remained to be provided by the respondents.   

 
Information on point no. 9 pertains to the Planning Branch.   Sh. Kulbir Singh, Supdt. (Planning Branch) was directed to provide this information to the appellant within three days by registered post and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records.    


Information on point no. 10 relates to the Complaints Branch.  Ms. Harbhajan Kaur, Supdt. (Complaints Branch) was, as such, directed to provide this information to the appellant within three days by registered post and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records.    

 
Appellant was not present on 17.7.2013 nor had any communication been received form him.  He was afforded another opportunity to appear before the Commission and state if he was satisfied with the response received from the respondent.


Today Shri Harjinder Pal, appellant stated that he has received complete information and is satisfied with the provided information. 


Since complete information stands provided to the appellant, the case is closed/disposed of.  








Sd/-


Chandigarh.





      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 29.07.2013

             
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate,

Chamber No. 3,

Civil Court Complex,

Phul Town-151104                                          


 
    …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/O Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Near Mehfil Restaurant,

Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1344 of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Shri Bhupinder Singh, ADTO, Bathinda

Vide RTI application dated 12.12.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Rupinder Garg sought the following information: -

1.
An attested copy of the notification issued by the Punjab Govt. vide which road tax on vehicles costing up to Rs. 20-lac has been fixed as 6%.   Please also intimate the date when this notification was received in your office;

2.
An attested copy of the order / notification issued by the Punjab Govt. vide which the RC of new vehicles is to be issued by the dealers only and the same cannot be got issued from the office of DTO;

3.
Please allow inspection of the files under Section 2(j) of the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to the RCs issued by your office from September 2012 to December, 2012;

4.
An attested copy of the order vide which the RCs can be got issued from your office direct.


First appeal before the first appellate authority – respondent no. 2, was filed on 28.01.2013 and the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission on 11.06.2013 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Copy of endorsement no. 12322 dated 28.06.2013 had been received from the office of State Transport Commissioner, Punjab addressed to respondent no. 1, requiring him to attend the hearing before the Commission on 23.7.2013.


Vide fax message dated 21.07.2013, appellant had sought an adjournment in the case. 


Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, appearing on behalf of respondent no. 1, stated that the requisite information had already been sent to the applicant-appellant under the cover of their letter no. 522 dated 30.04.2013, a copy whereof had also been placed on record.   Perusal of the same revealed that information on point no. 1 and 2 of the RTI application dated 12.12.2012 had not been provided to the appellant by the respondent no. 1 so far.


No one had put in appearance on behalf of respondent no. 2, who was directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed.


Sh. Damanjit Singh Mann, DTO, Bathinda was directed to ensure that the remainder information on point no. 1 and 2 of the RTI application was provided to Sh. Rupinder Garg, the applicant-appellant as had verbally been conveyed to Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, present on his behalf on 23.7.2013 and recorded in the order which could be downloaded from the official website of the Commission.


Today during hearing, Shri Bhupinder Singh,ADTO, Bathinda stated that the requisite information has been sent to Shri Rupinder Garg, appellant vide letter No.2099 dated 26.7.2013 under registered cover. He further states that he has even apprised the appellant on his mobile phone about the same. He also delivers one set of provided information to the Commission which is taken on record. 

A communication dated 29.07.2013 have been received from the appellant requesting for the inspection of the files under section 2(j) of the RTI Act,2005 pertaining to RCs issued by DTO office Bathinda from September,2012 to December,2012. 


In view of this the respondent-PIO-cum-DTO, Bathinda shall accord inspection of said files to the appellant within a period of 7 days from today, on any working day.  Thereafter the appellant can apply for seeking specific information by filing an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public indicating the larger public interest. 


However, respondent-PIO-cum-DTO, Bathinda shall provide the sought information to the appellant observing the relevant provisions contained in the RTI Act pertaining to the personal/third party information. 


Shri Damanjit Singh Mann,PCS respondent-PIO-cum-DTO, Bathinda shall be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith one spare set of pointwise reply sent by him to the appellant. 


It is further to point out that Shri Rupinder Garg, appellant has neither appeared on the last date of hearing nor today i.e. 29.7.2013, so he is afforded one last opportunity to be present before the Commission to defend his case either in person or through representative on the next date of hearing failing to do so no further adjournment would be given and the case would be decided ex-parte after hearing the PIO-cum-DTO, Bathinda. 


Adjourned to 13.08.2013 at 11:00 AM.   









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 29.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

Copy to:-
1. Shri Damanjit Singh Mann,PCS 

Public Information Officer-cum-

District Transport Officer, 

Bathinda

2. Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate,

Chamber No. 3,

Civil Court Complex, Phul Town

District Bathinda. 

-For necessary compliance.    









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 29.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Bhagwan Singh

s/o Shri Mohan Singh,

Gobind Nagar, Near Kalgidhar Gurdwara,

Dhuri Road, Malerkotla, Samgrur.                                               Appellant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O  Headmistress, 

S.A. Jain High School, 

Malerkotla.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education)

Malerkotla.                                                                              Respondents   
                                             Appeal Case No. 1418   of 2013

Present:
None for the Complainant.


For the Respondents: Ms Laveena Jindal,Headmistress. 

ORDER

Vide an RTI application dated 1.4.2013 , addressed to the Head Mistress, S.A.Jain High School, Malerkotla, Shri Bhagwan Singh, appellant had sought information on 7 points as follows:-

1.
During the Sessions 2003-2004 to 2011-2012 the results of Science subject of Board candidates of your school, session wise be informed. How many candidates appeared in the Board examination, the % of marks of each candidate secured in science subject. How many candidates failed in Science subject.

2.
What is the Time table of your school for primary students and staff before 31.3.2013 and after 31.3.2013.

3.
Details of infrastructure in Science Laboratory.

4.
Full detail in seriatum relating to the topics of science practicals done by the 9th & 10th class students during the session 2012-13.

5.
Attested copy of the Govt. rules for the Head of School to order the Primary school  teachers to take period of High classes.

6.
Full detail of funds allotted by the Govt.  and   expenditure incurred year wise, alongwith attested copy of   bills may be supplied.

7.
The time table of each class of Primary and High staff during the session 2013-14 may be provided.”


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- District Education Officer (SE) Sangrur vide letter dated 6.5.2013 under the provision of section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently he approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, received in it on 21.6.2013  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

A communication dated 16.7.2013 issued under the signatures of Ms Laveena Jindal, Headmistress, S.A.Jain High School, Malerkotla have received in the Commission wherein it has been mentioned that the demanded information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter dated 11.07.2013 under registered post. 

Today during the hearing of the case she also hands over one set of provided information to the Commission for its record. 


A communication dated 26.7.2013 has also been received from the appellant mentioning therein that some of the information is not clear, but did not point out any deficiency to the respondent-PIO-cum-Headmistress S.A.Jain High School, Malerkotla, if any. 

Shri Bhagwan Singh, appellant is, therefore, advised to point out specific deficiencies / discrepancies in the information provided, to Ms Laveena Jindal, Headmistress, within a period of 7 days, who will ensure to provide remaining information, if so required, under the provisions of RTI Act,2005, within a period of next 7 days under her signatures to the appellant. 


However, Shri Bhagwan Singh, appellant is advised to be present either in person or to send his representative on the next date of hearing to defend his appeal case, failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and the case shall be decided in his absence. 

Adjourned to 20.08.2013 at 11:00 AM. 






Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.07.2013                          State Information Commissioner

