     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Narinder Kumar 
s/o Sh. Mohinder Pal,

H.No.B-24/64, Mian Mohalla,

Masit wali Gali, Batala, 

Distt. Gurdaspur-143505                                              
                  Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions,

Punjab ( Secondary Education )

PSEB Bldg., Sector 62, 

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                                                   
                  Respondent    
                                                          CC No. 3305  of 2014
Present:

Shri Narinder Kumar complainant in person;




Shri Sukhtej Singh, Sr. Asstt.   for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:

Shri Narinder Kumar, complainant vide an RTI application dated  26.6.2014 addressed to PIO o/o Punjab School Education Board, Sector 62, Mohali,  sought 2 points  information pertaining to the number of Political Science and Hindi Lecturers serving in the department and number of  posts lying vacant. 


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 27.11.2014.
Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter 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, Shri Sukhtej Singh, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of PIO states that since the figure of vacant posts of Political Science/ Hindi Lecturers was not available in the department, the RTI application of the complainant was transferred under section 6(1) of the Act, to all the District Education Officers (SE) in the state for providing the information directly to the complainant and copy of it was also endorsed to him for seeking this information directly from those offices.

Shri  Narinder Kumar, complainant states that he has already received the demanded information from 14 districts of the state. As such, Shri Lalit Kishore Ghai, Asstt. Director School Administration (1) is therefore, directed to appear before the commission on the next fixed date with written submissions and records pertaining to RTI application, for the perusal of the same by the commission, so that further proceedings could be taken accordingly.


Adjourned to 5.2.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:

Shri Lalit Kishore Ghai,                                               (Registered)

Asstt. Director School Administration (1)
O/o Director of Public Instructions,

Punjab ( Secondary Education )

PSEB Bldg., Sector 62, 

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali
-for strict compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Munish Kumar s/o 

Shri Chaman Lal,

Gali No. 4, Guru Har Sahai, 

Tehsil Guru Har Sahai, 

Distt. Ferozepur-152022                                            
                      Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali-160062                                   
             Respondent     

                                                          CC No. 3306    of 2014

Present:

Shri Munish Kumar, complainant in person;




None  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Munish Kumar,  complainant vide an RTI application dated  29.7.2014 addressed to Director Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab, Mohali  sought certain information pertaining  to the teachers recruited  in the various schools run by Zila Parishad in the state. 


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 27.11.2014.  Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter 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, Shri Munish Kumar , complainant stated that despite of his filing of RTI application on 29.7.2014, he has not received  any response from the PIO o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Mohali. It is therefore, observed that a total lackadaisical  approach have been adopted by the PIO in providing  correct, complete and duly attested   information to the applicant -  complainant  and  as  such, attitude of the Respondent – PIO  is totally against the very spirit of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commission in the exercise of powers conferred on it, under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 therefore:-

i) Issues a show cause notice  to PIO cum  Deputy Director, Panchayats (ETT Branch) o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali-160062,  to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit 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 not providing the information willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on  29.7.2014.  

ii)  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.

iii) He is further  directed to provide  point-wise, correct and duly attested information to appellant free of cost,  under registered cover within  10 days from today. 

iv) He is also directed to appear before the Commission, personally,  on the next fixed date with  action taken  report on the RTI application filed by the complainant,  written submissions and record pertaining to demanded information, for the perusal of the same by the commission.         

         Adjourned to 23.2.2015 at 11.00 AM.   

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.1.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:

The Public Information Officer cum                           (Registered)

Deputy Director, Panchayats,    (BY NAME)

(ETT Branch) o/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayats, 
Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Mohali-160062
For strict compliance.

Chandigarh.






    (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.1.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner 

                                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Munish Kumar s/o 

Shri Chaman Lal,

Gali No. 4, Guru Har Sahai, 

Tehsil Guru Har Sahai, 

Distt. Ferozepur-152022                                              
                  Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions,

Punjab, (Elementary Education),

Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.                                                     
                  Respondent 

                                                          CC No.  3307   of 2014

Present:

Shri Munish Kumar, complainant in person




Shri Amarjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. DPI(EE) Pb.,  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri  Munish Kumar, complainant vide an RTI application dated 29.7.2014  addressed to Director, Public Instructions, (Elementary Education), Punjab  sought certain information pertaining  to the teachers recruited  in the various schools run by Zila Parishad in the state.


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 27.11.2014. Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter 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 observed that the PIO cum Assistant Director Policies o/o D.P.I. (EE) Pb. has informed the complainant vide Memo No. 9/13-14SP-(1), dated 20.1.2015  that the demanded information can be had from the o/o Secretary to the Govt. of Punjab, Department of School Education, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh. 
It has further been noticed that  Shri Munish Kumar has approached the commission in a complaint case under section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005 whereas, no further directions in the matter, being a complaint case can be issued  to the PIO, for providing information, in view of 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.”


As such, complainant, if does not feel satisfied with provided information may file First Appeal under the provisions of section 19(1) of RTI Act ibid against the decision of the PIO before the First Appellate Authority o/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of School Education, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9-A, Chandigarh.  If, the applicant - complainant approaches the First Appellate 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 7.3.2014 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


If, however, the applicant-complainant still 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:30.1.2015


   
      State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

1.  First Appellate Authority,                                    (Registered)


 o/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, 

      Department of School Education, 

      Mini Secretariat, Sector 9-A, 

      Chandigarh.
     2.
The Public Information Officer cum                    (Registered)

            Assistant Director (Policies),

            O/o Director of Public Instructions,

            Punjab, (Elementary Education),

            Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

            SAS Nagar, Mohali. 

-for strict compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.1.2015


   
          State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdeep Singh 
s/o Shri Ujagar Singh,

H.No. N 56, Churh Chak, 

Block Dinanagar,

Teh. & Distt. Gurdaspur-143531
                                                Appellant

Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Dinanagar, Distt. Gurdaspur.

First Appellate Authority, 

Distt. Development & 
Panchayats Officer,

Gurdaspur.                                                                                      Respondent   
                                                      AC No. 3531   of 2014

Present:
None for the appellant;

Smt. Kamaljit , Supdt. o/o BDPO Dinanagar, Distt. Gurdaspur  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Gurdeep Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 11.3.2013  addressed to PIO o/o B.D.P.O. Dinanagar, Distt. Gurdaspur sought certain information pertaining to the letter No. 3033, dated 5.10.2009, written to Ex-Sarpanch Shri Prem Lal, Gram Panchayat village, Chuhar Chak, Block Dina Nagar, Distt. Gurdaspur, to recover the amount of Rs. 52405 + interest Rs. 7875/-   by the BDPO Dinanagar, Distt. Gurdaspur.



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 BDPO, Dinanagar, vide letter dated 22.8.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 17.10.2014   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 observed that the demanded information has been sent to the appellant vide letter  No. 175, dated 27.1.2015. However, the perusal of the provided information reveals that the same is not as per the RTI application dated 11.3.2013, filed by the appellant by which he has sought action taken report on  letter No. 3033, dated 5.10.2009 of  BDPO’s office. 

As such, Shri Davinder Singh, Block Development & Panchayats officer, Dina Nagar, Distt. Gurdaspur and Shri Aamir Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Chuhar Chak, Block Dina Nagar, Distt. Gurdaspur,  are directed to supply the correct, complete and duly attested demanded information to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of 7 days from today.  

Both Shri Davinder Singh, Block Development & Panchayats officer, Dina Nagar, Distt. Gurdaspur and Shri Aamir Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Chuhar Chak, Block Dina Nagar, Distt. Gurdaspur, are  further directed to appear before the commission on the next fixed date with  a copy of the supplied information and record  pertaining to RTI application dated 11.3.2013 filed by the appellant.

Adjourned to 10.2.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.1.2015



          State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:


Shri Davinder Singh,                                                (Registered)


Block Development & Panchayats officer, 


Dina Nagar, Distt. Gurdaspur.


Shri Aamir Singh, 




    (Registered)

           Panchayat Secretary, 

           Gram Panchayat, Chuhar Chak, 

           Block Dina Nagar, Distt. Gurdaspur 

-for strict compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.1.2015



       State Information Commissioner. 

                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kanwal Kishore,

32, Municipal Colony,

College Road, Pathankot.                                                             Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Head Master,

Govt. High School, Siali Koolian,

Pathankot.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Head Master,

Govt. High School, Siali Koolian,

Pathankot.                                                                                            Respondent 
                                                      AC No. 3534  of 2014
Present:
Shri Kanwal Kishore appellant   present in person;

Smt. Santosh Kumari, S.S.Mistress and Shri Rajan Kumar, Science Master  Govt. High School Siali Koolian, Distt. Pathankot, for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Kanwal Kishore, Appellant vide an RTI application dated22.8.2014  , addressed to PIO, o/o Headmistress, Govt. High School, Siali Koolian  sought certain information on 2  points relating to Shri Rajesh Kumar,  S.S. Master promoted from Clerical cadre, for the year 2007. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority cum Headmistress, Govt. High School, Siali Koolian  vide letter dated  13.9.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  27.11.2014, 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, Smt. Santosh Kumari, S.S.Mistress, appearing on behalf of PIO handed over a set of documents containing the information to the appellant in the commission itself. She also handed over a copy of the provided information to the commission for its perusal and record. On the perusal of the same, it is observed that the demanded information stands supplied to the appellant as per his RTI application dated 22.8.2014.

In view of the above noted facts, now since the complete information stands supplied to the appellant, as per its availability in office record, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.1.2015



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balvir Singh s/o Shri Chhuhara Singh,

Vill. Chak Sukhera, Tehsil Jalalabad (W)

Distt. Fazilka.
                                                                                 Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Panchayat Secretary,

Gram Panchayat Chak Sukhera,

Tehsil Jalalabad (W) Distt. Fazilka.  

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Block Development & 
Panchayats Officer,

Jalalabad (W) Distt. Fazilka .                                                                  Respondent  

                                                      AC No. 3535   of 2014
Present:
None for the appellant;
Shri Shinder Pal, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Chak Sukhera, Block Jalalabad (West), Distt. Fazilka, for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Balvir Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30.7.2014, addressed to PIO cum Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Jalalabad (West) sought certain information relating to Gram Panchayat Chak Sukhera, Tehsil Jalalabad (West) Distt. Fazilka for the year 2014.


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 Block Development & Panchayats Officer, vide letter dated 29.9.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on  27.11.2014  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, Shri Shinder Pal, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Chak sukhera, Block Jalalabad (West), Distt. Fazilka, states that the requisite information has been sent to the appellant vide letter No. Spl/ dated 22.8.2014 and vide No. Spl/ dated 30.1.2015, under registered cover. He also hands over a copy of the provided information to the commission for its perusal and record. On the perusal of the same, it is observed that the demanded information has been supplied to the appellant as per his RTI application dated 30.7.2014.

In view of the above noted facts, now since the complete information stands supplied to the appellant, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.1.2015



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mangal Singh, 

296, SJS Avenue,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar.
                                                                     Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Elementary Education) 

]opp. Zila Parishad,

Amritsar. 

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Director General School Education,


Punjab,  Vidhya Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar, Mohali.                                                            Respondent   
                                                      AC No.  3549  of 2014
Present:
None for the appellant;

Shri Mandip Singh, Legal Advisor, o/o D.E.O(EE) Amritsar  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Mangal Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 8.7.2014, addressed to PIO, o/o Distt. Education Officer, Elementary Education, Amritsar sought following information on 2 points relating to Amrit Parivar Parents Assn. (Regd) Amritsar :-

1. “Send your office noting and action taken on our Regd. letter dated    26.5.2014 (Information should be attested by competent authority). 

2. Name and address of First Appellate Authority of your office.”




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 D.G.S.E. Sarv Siksha Abhyan, Mohali, vide letter dated 25.8.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   on 1.12.2014, 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 observed that the requisite information has personally been received by the appellant vide letter No. 6907-6908, dated 13.1.2015 and has expressed his full satisfaction with the provided information.

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







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.1.2015



       State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Harbans Singh

s/o Shri Chunni Lal,

Kothi No. 1, Ward No. 1, 

V.P.O. Fatehgarh Churian,

Distt. Gurdaspur-143602.                                                                            Appellant
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions,

Punjab, (Secondary Education),

Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Director of Public Instructions,

Punjab, (Secondary Education),

Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.                                                                             Respondent 
                                                      AC No. 3575   of 2014
 Present:
Shri Harbans Singh, present in person;



None  for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:



Shri Harbans Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 10.7.2013 , addressed to PIO, o/o Director of Public Instructions, Punjab, (SE) Mohali, sought information regarding the number of filled and vacant posts of Home Science teachers in the Govt. Schools. 



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 o/o Director of Public Instructions, Punjab, (SE) Mohali vide letter dated 1.11.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  1.11.2013 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, Shri Harbans Singh, appellant stated that no information has been provided to him till date either by the PIO o/o Secretary to the Govt. of Punjab, Department of School Education, Chandigarh or by the PIO o/o D.P.I.(SE) Punjab, Mohali, despite of his filing an RTI application dated 10.7.2013.

In view of the above noted facts, before the penalty provisions of section 20(1) and (2) of the RTI Act, 2005, are considered to be invoked against them, the  PIO o/o Secretary to the Govt. of Punjab, Department of School Education, Chandigarh and  PIO o/o D.P.I.(SE) Punjab, P.S.E.B. Complex, Sector 62, S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali are directed to appear personally,  before the commission on the next fixed date with their 

written submissions, action taken report on the RTI application dated 10.7.2013,  filed by the appellant,  and record for the perusal of the same  by it.

Adjourned to 19.2.2015 at 11.00 A.M.     
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.1.2015



        State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:

1. The  Public Information Officer,  (By Name)              (Registered)

 o/o Secretary to the Govt. of Punjab, 

Department of School Education, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9-A, 

Chandigarh.

2. The Public Information Officer cum-,                         (Registered)

Assistant Director (S.A.-2) (By Name)

o/o Director of Public Instructions,

(SE) Punjab, P.S.E.B. Complex, 

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

-for strict compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.1.2015



        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anil Sandhir,

H.No. 2994, HIG Phase 1,

Dugri, Ludhiana.
                                                                          Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary School Education,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9-A, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Secretary School Education,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9-A, Chandigarh                                                             Respondent  

                                                      AC No. 3576   of 2014

Present:
Shri Anil Sandhir,appellant  present in person;

Smt. Shakuantala Rani, Establishment Officer and Shri Parminder Singh, Sr. Asstt.  o/o D.P.I(SE) and Mrs. Poonam , Sr. Asstt. Edu-3 Br. Mini Sectt. Chandigarh  for the respondents.

ORDER:



Shri Anil Sandhir, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  9.9.2014 , addressed to PIO o/o Secretary School Education, Punjab, Chandigarh sought action taken report on application dated 4.6.2014


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 o/o Secretary School Education, Punjab, vide letter dated 9.10.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 3.12.2014  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, Smt. Shakuntala Rani, Establishment Officer, o/o D.P.I. (SE) Punjab handed over  a copy of Memo no. 17/7-14 SE(1) dated 30.1.2015, to the appellant in the commission today containing the information, she also handed over a copy of the supplied information to the commission for its perusal and record. 

On the perusal of the same, it reveals that the provided information is as per the office record. As such no cause of action survives further, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.1.2015



       State Information Commissioner. 

     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Inderjit Singh, Ex-Panch,

s/o Sh. Prabhdayal Singh,

Vill. Satowali P.O. Adampur,

Distt. Jalandhar.
                                                                                 Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 
Panchayats Officer,

Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Distt. Development & 
Panchayats Officer,

Jalandhar.                                                                                          Respondent     

                                                      AC No. 3526   of 2014
Present:
Appellant  in person;



Shri  Raghu Moudgil, Tax Collector  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Inderjit Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30.8.2014 , addressed to PIO cum B.D.P.O. Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar, sought following  information:-

“The details of grants allotted to the Gram Panchayat of village  Satowali for repair of drainage system of the village and whether these grants hae been expended as the directions of Punjab Govt.  issued vide notification no. 5/2/2009-P-2/20054-20282 dated 19.8.2009.  (i) The copies of the parwangi pattars (approval letters) may also be provided. (ii) Whether any grant for Dharam Shalla is allotted earlier to the village Satowali or not, if the grant is allotted then the said grant was where expended.  (iii) Whether double Dharamshala in the village is contructed or not.  (iv)  The copies of the resolutions  made by the Gram Panchayat Satowali from 3.4.2014 to onwards from the proceedings book.  (v)  A grant of  Rs. 2 lacs  has been allotted  to the GP Satowali on 20.1.14 the said allotted amount is being  expended  at what portion of the Dharamshalla.  It should also be clarified that whether the said grant is expended on construction of  new Dharamshalla or on the existing Dharamshalla. (vi) How many  Dharamshallas are required to be constructed where the abadi is only  500.   Also supply all the requisite documents pertaining to the above said grants.

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 Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, Jalandhar, vide letter dated 10.10.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 27.11.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  30.1.15.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Inderjit Singh, appellant stated that he has been provided 19 pages information pertaining to the proceedings book.  However, the remaining demanded information has yet not been provided.  At this, Shri  Raghu Moudgil, Tax Collector  appearing on behalf of PIO cum  Panchayat Secretary  requested for time of  4-5 days only to enable him to provide information to the appellant.  
Acceding to his request, Shri Davinder Singh, BDPO, Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar is directed to ensure providing of point-wise, complete, correct and duly attested information to the appellant within a period of 7 days  under his signatures.

He is further directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information for the perusal of the same by the Commission.

Adjourned to  11.2.15 at  11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.1.2015



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Davinder Singh,                            (REGISTERED)

 Block  Dev. & Panchayat Officer

 Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar.

For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.1.2015



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jasbir Singh,

s/o Shri Partap Singh Sahni,

# 867, Phase -10,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                                                                       Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

P.C.P.L. Khanpur, Teh.Kharar, 

Distt. Mohali.

                                                                                                      


                  Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  1080   of 2014

 Present:

Shri Gurmeet Singh, authorized rep. of Complainant.



Shri  Jarnail  Singh Bains,  XEN  for the respondent.
ORDER:


Shri  Jasbir Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  29.1.14 addressed to  State PIO, Deptt. of Punjab State Power Coorp. Ltd. Khanpur, Kharar, Distt. Mohali   sought certain information on  4  points  pertaining to  the shifting of  Transformer  in village Bajheri,  Tehsil Kharar, Distt. Mohali.

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  28.3.14. 


This case was last heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, SIC  on 21.5.14, 10.6.14, 23.6.14, 13.8.14 and finally on  15.10.14.  In the order dated 15.10.14, it had been mentioned that  since the respondent had not bothered even to appear on any single date of hearing, as such, Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, SIC  issued a show cause notice to Shri Jarnail Singh Bains, PIO cum XEN, PSPCL, Kharar under the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 to explain why penalty as prescribed therein be not imposed upon him @ Rs. 25000/-  per day subject to maximum of  Rs. 25,000/- for delay and non-supply  of the information and the case was adjourned and now entrusted to this Bench for  further hearing.  


On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 8.1.15, it had been noted that Shri  Jarnail Singh Bains, PIO cum XEN, Operation Division, PSPCL, Kharar, Distt. Mohali neither replied to the show cause notice nor appeared before the Commission for personal hearing and had  not even  supplied any information to the complainant till that date.  


As such, Shri  Jarnail Singh Bains, PIO cum XEN, Operation Division, PSPCL, Kharar  was afforded one more  opportunity to comply with the order dated 15.10.14 of the Commission, and it was made clear that   failing which ex-parte proceedings would be taken and the case was adjourned to  30.1.15.

During hearing of this case today,  Shri Jarnail Singh Bains, XEN  supplied a set of  documents vide Memo. no. 817, dated  4.7.14  to the complainant in the Commission containing the information.  However, after perusal of the same, the complainant stated that the same is neither attested nor point-wise.   


As such, Shri Jarnail Singh Bains, PIO cum  XEN  is directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with action taken report and record pertaining to the RTI application for the perusal of the same by  it.  He   also filed  reply to the show cause notice issued to him by the  former SIC,  Mrs. Jaspal Kaur on  15.10.14 which is taken on record.

He is further directed to file an affidavit certifying that  supplied information to complainant is complete, correct  and based on record  and nothing have been concealed  regarding RTI application.

Adjourned to  12.2.2015 at  11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 
……CONTD

Copy to:
Shri  Jarnail Singh Bains, PIO                  (REGISTERED)

 cum  Executive Engineer 

Operation Division,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Khanpur, Teh. Kharar, 

Distt. Mohali.
For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 
     

\
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Janak Singh s/o S.Gurdial Singh,

# 15, Street No. 1, 

Guru Teg Bahadur Colony,

Moti Bagh , Patiala.
                                                                                    


                                                                            Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., 

Rural Sub Division, Sangrur.



             Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 2010    of 2014

Present:

None for Complainant.



Shri  Balram  Singh, Addl.  SE  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Janak Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 12.6.14   addressed to   PIO  cum Asstt. Executive Engineer,  PSPCL,  Rural Sub Division, Sangrur sought certain information on  3 points  pertaining to the change of change of connection of Meter from ABB 802 to AP 13/ 1738.

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  21.7.14.  


This case was last heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, SIC on  13.10.14.  It has been mentioned in that order that the Respondent  stated that the information available in their office record have been supplied to the complainant.  However, the complainant was not satisfied with the plea taken by the respondent.   Accordingly,  he was directed to point out deficiency in the  provided information to the respondent who was further directed to make up  the complete information to the complainant and the case was adjourned and now entrusted to this Bench and accordingly notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 8.1.15.


On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on  8.1.15, Shri Mohinder Singh, AAE  stated that the provided information was complete and correct and no more information existed in the office record.   However, complainant expressed  his dis-satisfaction with the same.


 As such,  Shri Balram Singh, PIO cum Executive  Engineer, Operation Division, PSPCL, Sangrur was directed  to appear before the Commission with an affidavit  certifying that the provided information is complete, correct and based on record and nothing have been concealed and no more information pertaining to the RTI Application dated  12.6.14 filed by the complainant, existed in the office record.


The case was adjourned to 30.1. 15 at 11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Balram Singh, PIO cum Executive  Engineer, Operation Division, PSPCL, Sangrur presents to the Commission  an affidavit dated 21.1.15 duly attested by  Notary Public certifying that the provided information is complete and correct and nothing have been concealed.

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







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 
                                     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Manpreet Kaur,

w/o S.Amarjit Singh,

# 41, Ward No. 12,

Behrampur Road, 

Gurdaspur-143521                                                                      Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

P.S.P.C.L(Urban) Gurdaspur. 

                                                                                                       



                  Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1269    of 2014

Present:

Shri Amarjit Singh, for complainant;




Shri  Ramesh  Sarangal,  XEN  for  the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Mrs. Manpreet Kaur, complainant vide an RTI application dated  1.1.2014, addressed to S.D.O.,  Punjab State Power Corporation, Ltd., (City), Gurdaspur,   sought certain information on 3  points, relating to  the application dated 26.11.2013, given by Manpreet Kaur d/o Late Shri Manjit Singh w/o Shri Amarjit Singh, pertaining to the  Meter A/c No. NF 54-2163W, S.No. 19912.


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 24.2.2014.   Now   this case has been entrusted to this bench for further hearing and accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 8.1.15. 

This case was last  heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab on  13.10.2014 , In that order it  has been mentioned that the  respondent stated that the record in question does not exist in their office. However, the respondent was not satisfied with the plea taken by the respondent. 

On the last hearing i.e. on 8.1.15, it was observed that it was not that old record which could  be misplaced or destroyed. It was  thus noted that total lackadaisical approach had been adopted by the Shri Ramesh Sarangal, PIO  cum Executive Engineer,  Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., P.S.P.C.L(Urban) Gurdaspur, in providing the information to the applicant – complainant and information hence been denied to the applicant willfully and  without any reasonable cause.. 


As such, the Commission in the exercise of powers conferred on it,  under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issued a show cause notice  to PIO cum  Executive Engineer, (Urban) Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Gurdaspur to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit 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 to the complainant without  any reasonable cause  till date, despite of his filing  an RTI Application on  1.1.2014.  

ii)  He was  also afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing, failing to avail the same it  would be presumed  that  he had nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against him.
iii)He was also directed to attend the Commission,  on the next date of hearing  with action taken report, written submissions, regarding RTI application, for its perusal by commission..         

         The case was adjourned to  30.1.2015 at 11.00 AM.

During hearing of this case today,  it was pointed out by  Shri Ramesh Sarangal,  Executive Engineer,  Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., P.S.P.C.L(Urban) Gurdaspur that he is APIO and not PIO.   In fact, Shri Jasbir Singh, SE,  PSPCL (Urban) Gurdaspur is PIO.   Shri Ramesh Sarangal, XEN further stated that the requisite information has already been provided to the complainant on points no. 2 to  5 vide letter  dated 30.1.15 and since information on point no. 1 is not available on record, he has filed an affidavit dated 29.1.15 duly  attested by Notary Public in support of his contentions.  However,  Shri Amarjit Singh appearing for the  complainant  pointed out certain discrepancies  to  Shri Ramesh Sarangal,  Executive Engineer cum APIO.  


In view of above, Shri Jasbir Singh, PIO cum  Superintending  Engineer,  Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., P.S.P.C.L(Urban) Gurdaspur  and  Shri Ramesh Sarangal,  APIO cum  Executive Engineer,  Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., P.S.P.C.L(Urban) Gurdaspur are directed to file written submissions with proof, so that further proceedings in the matter are taken up accordingly and  Shri Ramesh Sarangal,  APIO cum  Executive Engineer is  also  directed to appear before  the Commission on the next fixed date.

It is made clear that in case Shri Ramesh Sarangal,  APIO cum  Executive Engineer failed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date,  Shri Jasbir Singh, PIO cum  Superintending  Engineer will be issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.   PIO  is further directed to file an affidavit certifying that complete, and correct demanded information already stands supplied to complainant as per record and nothing have been concealed.

Adjourned to  16.2.2015.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.2015


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

 Shri Ramesh Sarangal, 




(Registered)

PIO  cum Executive Engineer, 
Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,
 P.S.P.C.L(Urban) Gurdaspur.

………….CONTD..
Shri  Jasbir Singh, 




(Registered)

PIO  cum  Superintending  Engineer, 
Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,
 P.S.P.C.L(Urban) Gurdaspur.

-for strict compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.2015


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harbaksh Singh Heera,

773/38-39, New Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Railway Crossing, Vill. Sunet,

Ludhiana-141012                                                                                             
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority, 









O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana
                                                                                          Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1643   of 2014

Present:
Appellant in person.
                     Shri Deepak Kochhar,  SDO cum APIO FOR RESPONDENT.

ORDER:



Shri Harbaksh Singh Heera, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13.8.13 addressed to PIO/APIO  O/O  Commissioner, MC, Ludhiana  sought certain information on  8 points for the period from January, 2005 till date.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 5.11.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  6.5.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. 
This case was earlier  heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, the then SIC, ON 19.6.14, 13.8.14  and  15.10.14 when it was observed that none appeared on behalf of Commissioner, MC, Ludhiana, so, respondent was directed to supply complete information to appellant before next fixed date failing which action was to be taken against the concerned PIO  in accordance with the provisions of RTI Act.


Now since this case has been entrusted to this Bench, accordingly notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  8.1.15.

On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 8.1.15, it was observed that  none had appeared on behalf of  Commissioner, MC, Ludhiana.

As such, S.E. cum Asstt. Commissioner (Technical)  (B&R), Zone D, M.C.  Ludhiana was directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant within a period of 7 days.   

He was directed to appear personally before  the Commission on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information failing which penalty provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act  were to  be invoked against him.  

Appellant was also directed to appear before the  Commission on the next fixed date and to explain whether he had received the information or not failing which it was to be presumed that he had nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings were to  be taken and the case was adjourned to  30.1.15.
During hearing of this case today, the appellant stated that though he has been provided 43 pages information, but  the  same is incomplete.   He has not been provided any point-wise information  with attested copies of annexures  till  date with supported documents.
          It is thus  noticed that a total lackadaisical approach  have been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete and correct  information to complainant   despite lapse of period of about one and half year and the information have  been denied to the appellant willfully,  intentionally, and  without any reasonable cause till date.      


Therefore, the Commission in the exercise of powers conferred on it  under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issues a show cause notice  to  Shri  Harpal Singh Bhullar,  Executive Engineer, (B & R) M.C. Ludhiana, (Zone D)  to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit 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 willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause to the complainant  till date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on   13.8.13.  

ii)  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  him.

iii) He is further  directed to provide  point-wise, correct and duly attested information to appellant free of cost,  under registered cover within  7 days from today. 

iv)He is also directed to attend the Commission,  on the next date of hearing  with one spare set of  provided information.

         Adjourned to   12.2.2015 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.1.2015



     State Information Commissioner. 

………CONTD…

Copy to:

           Shri Harpal Singh Bhullar

 Executive .Engineer                              (REGISTERED)

(B&R), Zone D,

 M.C.  Ludhiana.

For necessary compliance.                                                                                               
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.1.2015



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

\(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Ravi Kant Gupta,

s/o Sh. S.L.Gupta, 

Near Mahajan Medical Store,

Ward No. 13, Dhariwal,

Distt. Gurdaspur.                                                                   
                  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

(Distribution Circle)

Punjab state Power Corporation Ltd.,

Gurdaspur

                                                                                                       
           Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1978    of 2014

Present:

Complainant   in person;




 Shri Suresh Kumar,  SDO  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Ravi Kant Gupta, complainant vide an RTI application dated 16.4.14  addressed to Asstt. Executive Engineer, PSPCL, Sub Division, Dhariwal,  sought certain information on   4 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  16.7.14.



This case was last heard on 1.10.14 by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, the then SIC,  when it was observed that after going through record and submissions of the parties, the Commission was not satisfied with the  vague reply of the respondent.    As such  Respondent  was directed to provide information regarding points no. 3 and 4 and the case was adjourned.   Now after transfer of this case to this Bench, notice was issued to the parties for  8.1.15.


On the last hearing of this case i.e. on  8.1.15,  it was observed that none had appeared on behalf of the respondent  on that day.  Complainant Shri  Ravi Kant stated before the Commission that he had not been  provided any point wise information and information on point no.  3 and 4 till now as ordered by the Commission.   It was thus  noticed that a total lackadaisical approach  had been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete and correct  information to complainant   despite lapse of period of about 8 months and the information had  been denied to the appellant willfully,  intentionally, and  without any reasonable cause till date.      


Therefore, the Commission in the exercise of powers conferred on it  under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issued a show cause notice  to  Shri Boparai, Executive Engineer, Distribution Circle, PSPCL,  Sub Division, Dhariwal. Distt.  Gurdaspur to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit 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 willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause to the complainant  till date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on   16.4.14.  

ii)  He was  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.

iii) He was further  directed to appear before the Commission on next fixed date, with action taken report and written submissions pertaining to RTI application for the perusal of the same by  Commission.

         The case was adjourned to   30.1.2015 at 11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today,  it is observed that  Shri  Arvinderjit Singh Boparai, Addl. SE, PSPCL   Dhariwal   filed  an affidavit dated  29.1.15 wherein it has been mentioned that the information asked for does not relate to this office and the information in this regard has already been provided to the  complainant vide this office memo. no. 4171 dated7.7.14 and memo no. 4422, dated  22.7.14 vide which complainant has been informed that since the demanded information pertains to the o/o Addl. SE, P & M Division, Fatehgarh Churian and Grid Mandal, the same can be had from that office.  He has also sent in writing that since he is running fever, he is not able to attend the Commission today and accordingly deputed Shri Suresh Kumar, SDO  alongwith affidavit.   He further stated that he is not PIO  and the show cause notice issued to him may be dropped.

In view of above submissions made by Shri  Arvinderjit Singh Boparai, Addl. SE, PSPCL   Dhariwal in the shape of an affidavit, the  show cause notice issued to him is dropped.   The complainant  is advised to seek the demanded information from Addl. SE, (Protection and Maintenance)  Division,  Fatehgarh Chrian, Distt.  Gurdaspur.

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

 Chandigarh.





(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  30.1.2015. 


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kanwal Kishore,

32, Municipal Colony,

College Road, Pathankot.
                                                                       Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Primary Education Officer,

Pathankot.

First Appellate Authority, 

Distt. Educatiojn Officer,

(Elementary Education)

Pathankot.                                                                                          Respondent  

                                                      AC No. 3343   of 2014

Present:
Shri Kanwal Kishore, appellant,  present in person;

Shri Pardeep Kumar, J.E. o/o Distt. Education Officer,  Pathankot, for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Kanwal  Kishore,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 31.7.2014 , addressed to PIO, o/o District  Education Officer, (Elementary Education) Pathankot  sought certain information relating to construction work done on 13.8.2013 in  Govt. Primary School Mamial, Distt. Pathankot. 



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 o/o District  Education Officer, (Elementary Education) Pathankot  vide letter dated 22.8.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 6.11.2014    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  14.1.15.

On the last hearing of this case i.e. on 14.1.15, Shri Pardeep Kumar, J.E. appearing for Shri Didar Singh, PIO cum  D.E.O.(EE) Pathankot, stated that the requisite information had  been provided to the appellant vide letter No. RTI/2014-11623 dated 13.1.2015. However, Shri Kanwal Kishore, appellant stated that the provided information was incomplete and mis-leading. 

As such Shri Didar Singh, District Education Officer (Elementary Education) Pathankot, was directed to assist the PIO, as per provisions of section 5(4)(5) of act in providing connected information to appellant and was to  be treated as deemed PIO for the purpose.

Shri Didar Singh, District Education Officer (Elementary Education) Pathankot was further directed to ensure that the complete, correct and  duly attested information is provided to the appellant by him under his own signatures. 

He was also directed to appear before the commission with PIO on the next fixed date with a copy of the provided information. It was made clear that failing to attend the commission and to provide the correct information by him to the appellant, would attract penalty provisions of section 20(i) of RTI  act against District Education Officer (Elementary Education) Pathankot and the case was adjourned to 30.1.15.
During hearing of this case today, the appellant stated that he has not been provided complete, correct and  duly attested information till date.   Moreover, despite order of  Commission dated  14.1.15, Shri Didar  Singh, DEO (EE),  Pathankot  neither appeared before the Commission nor filed any submissions.    It  is  thus  noticed that a total lackadaisical approach  have been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete and correct  information to appellant  despite lapse of period of about 6 months and the information have not been provided to the appellant willfully and intentionally,  without any reasonable cause till date.      


Therefore, the Commission in the exercise of powers conferred  under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issues a show cause notice  to  Shri Didar Singh, District Education Officer (Elementary Education) Pathankot to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit 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 not providing the information willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on  31.7.14.  

ii)  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.

iii) He is further  directed to provide  point-wise, correct and duly attested information to appellant free of cost,  under registered cover within  4 days from today. 

iv)He is also directed to attend the Commission,  on the next date of hearing  with one spare set of  provided information.

v)He is also directed to file an affidavit certifying that complete and correct demanded information have been sent to appellant as per provisions contained in RTI Act, and nothing have been concealed.
         Adjourned to  16.2.2015 at 11.00 AM.

 Chandigarh.





        (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:   30.1.15.    

   
                      State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Didar Singh,                                    (REGISTERED)

District Education Officer 
(Elementary Education) Pathankot.

            For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  30.1.15.   

   
             State Information Commissioner. 

                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar Gupta,

s/o Sh. Hari Ram

H.No. 45, Aggarwal Street-2,

Opp. Ranbir Club, Sangrur.                                                 
                  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development,

& Panchayts, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,

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

                                                          CC No. 3194   of 2014

Present:

Shri Vijay Kumar Gupta, complainant    in person;




Shri  Subhash Arora,  Supdt.  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Vijay  Kumar Gupta, complainant vide an RTI application dated   1.9.14 addressed to  PIO o/o DRDP, Punjab, Mohali  sought following  information on  4 points:-

1. Copy of the order of implementation of letter from Deptt. of Finance (Finance Personnel – 2 Branch) no. 22/02/2012-3FP.2/475, dated  8.10.12 of your department.

2. Copy of order of implementation of letter from Deptt. of Finance (Directorate of  Public Enterprises and Disinvestment) no. 01/7/2002/08-FD (PE & D)  SO-1/1261-78, dated  27.2.2013 of your department.

3. Copies of orders by which the employees of your department got benefits  of the above mentioned letter  Sr. no. 1 and 2.

4. Copy of order by which these orders were implemented to your department and the copies of noting sheets of the department by which these orders were implemented to the employees of  rural dev. & Panchayat.”


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 17.11.14.
Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  15.1.15.


On the last hearing of this case  on 15.1.15,  it was observed that the requisite information had been sent by the PIO cum Dy. Director (LD)  to the complainant vide letter no. 18/221/2014/ABS-1/12311,  dated  29.10.14 and a copy of the supplied information had also been received in the  Commission on  22.12.14 for perusal of the same by it.  


It was further noted that the demanded information had again been sent to the complainant by  the APIO cum Supdt.  (RDE 4 Br.)  o/o DRDP, Punjab vide letter no. 18/69/14-2 RDE -4/31, DATED 5.1.15 and APIO cum Supdt. Gr. 1 (RDE 5 Br.) o/o DRDP, Punjab vide letter no.  7/59/14-3 RDE 5/167,  dated  14.1.15.


The above named officials appearing on behalf of Respondent – PIO O/O  DRDP, Punjab, Mohali further stated that the demanded information had been supplied  complete in all respects except information at Sr. no. 2 which did not pertain to their office and relates to Boards and Corporations.  They  also handed over copies of the supplied information to the Commission for its perusal and record.   


However, Shri Vijay Kumar Gupta, complainant who attended the Commission at 3.00 PM stated that he was busy in the High Court in an important  matter and had also informed the Commission that he would come a little late to pursue his case.  He further stated that he has perused the provided information and found the information  at Sr. no. 1 of his RTI application to be correct.  So far as information on point no. 2, 3 and 4 is concerned, the noting of the file where the demanded information on the above points have been dealt with have not been provided to him.


In view of the above noted facts, Ms.  Kamlesh Kumari,  Dy.  Secretary, Rural  Dev. & Panchayats, Shri  Shivdev Singh,  Dy.  Director  (LD) and  Shri  Puran Chand, Dy.  Director, Panchayats  o/o  Director Rural Development, & Panchayts, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,  Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali were directed to file a self attested affidavit certifying that the demanded information as per office record have been supplied to the complainant and nothing have been concealed.     

  Shri  Subhash Arora,  Supdt. , Shri Inderjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. and Shri Som Nath, Sr. Asstt.   o/o  Director Rural Development, & Panchayts, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali  were further directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with affidavits of their respective PIOS, written submissions and action taken reports pertaining to the RTI Application dated  1.9.14 filed by the complainant and the case was adjourned to  30.1.15.

Shri Subhash Arora, Supdt. hands over list of documents containing the information to the appellant vide letter no. 7/59/14-3 RTI 5/350,  dated 28.1.15.    a

After perusal of the provided information,  Shri Vijay Kumar Gupta, complainant expressed his satisfaction with the same.   As such no cause of action survives further and the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  30.1.2015


   
  State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Darshan Singh,

s/o Shri Harman Singh,

Vill Bahmani wala,

Tehsil Patti,

Distt. Tarn Taran.
                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Principal ,

Govt. Sr. Sec. School,

(Boys), Khem Karan,

Distt. Tarn Taran.

First Appellate Authority, 

District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education)

Tarn Taran.      
                                                                              Respondent                                                    

                                                      AC No. 2795   of 2014                                                 

Present
 Shri Darshan Singh, appellant in person.

Shri Paramjit Singh, DEO (SE) Tarn Taran with Shri  Sarabjit Singh, Ex-Headmaster, and Shri Gurpartap Singh, present Headmaster,G.H.S.Bahmniwala  for the Respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Darshan Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13.3.14  addressed to Headmaster, Govt. High School, Bahmniwala, Distt. Tarn Taran sought  certain information on 13   points.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 4.6.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 11.9.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 20.11.2014..


During  hearing of this case  on 20.11.2014, it was observed that no information had been provided to the appellant by Shri Sarbjit Singh, the then Headmaster, Govt. High School, Bahmniwala, Distt. Tarn Taran. Similarly, the present Headmaster, Shri Gurpartap Singh did not take any interest in providing the information to the appellant.


The First Appellate Authority cum DEO (SE), Tarn Taran, had wrongly intimated to the Commission that the requisite information had been provided to the appellant vide letter dated 19.7.14. 


In view of above noted facts, Shri Sarbjit Singh, earlier  Headmaster Govt. High School, Bahmniwala, Distt. Tarn Taran  (now Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Khemkaran, Distt. Tarn Taran), Shri Gurpartap Singh, Headmaster Govt. High School, Bahmniwala, Distt. Tarn Taran  and Shri Paramjit Singh, DEO (SE), Tarn  Taran were directed to ensure supply of  correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant within a period of 10 days  from the last date of hearing.   


All the above mentioned 3 respondents were directed to appear before the  Commission on the next fixed date  with  affidavits duly attested by the Notary Public certifying that the complete information as per record had been supplied and nothing has been  concealed and the case was adjourned to  17.12.14 for further hearing.


 During  hearing of this case i.e. on 17.12.14, it was observed that despite directing Shri Sarbjit Singh, earlier  Headmaster Govt. High School, Bahmniwala, Distt. Tarn Taran  (now Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Khemkaran, Distt. Tarn Taran), Shri Gurpartap Singh, Headmaster Govt. High School, Bahmniwala, Distt. Tarn Taran  and Shri Paramjit Singh, DEO (SE), Tarn  Taran, no information have been supplied to the appellant. It was further observed that Shri Paramjit Singh DEO(SE) Tarn Taran did not appear before the commission despite of directions issued to him on 20.11.2014.


In view of the above noted facts, one more opportunity was afforded to Shri Paramjit Singh, D.E.O.(SE) Tarn Taran, who had failed to decide the first appeal filed by the appellant on 4.6.2014  before him  to ensure  that the complete, correct and duly attested information under his signatures is supplied to the  appellant within a period of 7 days. 


He was also directed to explain as to why the matter be not taken up with the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of School Education, Chandigarh against him for taking a disciplinary action, as he had not decided the first appeal filed before him by the appellant. While the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in its  judgment, in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787 to 10788 of 2011 dated 12.12.2011,(Arising out of SLP © No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010).

It was further  noted  that no information had been   provided by Shri Sarbjit Singh, earlier  Headmaster Govt. High School, Bahmniwala, Distt. Tarn Taran  (now Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Khemkaran, Distt. Tarn Taran), Shri Gurpartap Singh, Headmaster, Govt. High School, Bahmniwala, Distt. Tarn Taran. It was thus observed that the total lackadaisical approach had been adopted by the respondent PIOs, in providing the information to the appellant without any reasonable cause.  Since Shri Sarvjit Singh, earlier  Headmaster Govt. High School, Bahmniwala, Distt. Tarn Taran  (now Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Khemkaran, Distt. Tarn Taran), Shri Gurpartap Singh, Headmaster Govt. High School, Bahmniwala, Distt. Tarn Taran,  had  not provided the information to the appellant willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause..  

        As such  a show cause notice was issued  to Shri Sarbjit Singh, earlier  Headmaster Govt. High School, Bahmniwala, Distt. Tarn Taran  (now Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Khemkaran, Distt. Tarn Taran), and Shri Gurpartap Singh, Headmaster Govt. High School, Bahmniwala, Distt. Tarn Taran 

(i) to explain in writing by filing affidavits as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon them  for their failing to  provide  the information,  willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till date despite of  his filing  an RTI Application on   13.3.14.  

ii)They were  also afforded an opportunity of  being heard on next fixed date, failing to avail the same by them, no further opportunity would be afforded and ex-parte proceeding would be taken.

 iii) 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.   

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


The case was adjourned to  14.1.15.


On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 14.1.15, it was noted that  Shri Paramjit Singh, DEO (SE)  Tarn  Taran  did not attend the Commission despite order dated 17.12.14.  He was therefore, directed to explain in writing as to why  the matter against him be not taken up with the Principal Secretary, School Education, Punjab for initiation of disciplinary proceedings  as he had failed to perform his  statutory duties as First Appellate Authority by not deciding the first appeal filed by the appellant on  4.6.14 as per stipulations laid down  by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in its judgment in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787 to 10788 of 2011 dated 12.12.2011,(Arising out of SLP © No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010)  regarding the  role of First Appellate Authority.  


He was further directed to ensure the providing of point-wise information to the appellant within a period of  7 days from  that day under his own signatures.


He was further directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with  an affidavit duly attested by Magistrate/Notary Public certifying that the complete demanded information have been supplied by  him to the appellant as per his RTI Application dated  13.3.14 and its availability in the office record.


He was further directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with a copy of the point-wise supplied information and the case was adjourned to 30.1.15.

During hearing of this case today, it is observed that in compliance of orders of Commission dated 14.1.15,  Shri Paramjit Singh, DEO (SE)  Tarn  Taran has filed an affidavit dated 30,1,15 duly attested by the Notary Public  certifying that he has checked and attested the record prepared by Shri Sarbjit Singh, earlier  Headmaster Govt. High School, Bahmniwala, Distt. Tarn Taran  (now Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Khemkaran, Distt. Tarn Taran), and Shri Gurpartap Singh, Headmaster Govt. High School, Bahmniwala, Distt. Tarn Taran.   Shri Sarbjit Singh, earlier  Headmaster Govt. High School, Bahmniwala, Distt. Tarn Taran  has also filed an affidavit dated 29.1.15.

Since appellant has refused to receive demanded information brought by Respondents as per its availability in record, Shri Paramjit Singh, DEO (SE)  Tarn  Taran has been directed to ensure that the  point-wise complete, correct and duly attested information is sent to the appellant  free of cost under registered cover within a period of  4 days.


He will also appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with a copy of the provided information for its perusal and record.

 
Adjourned to  5.2.15 at  11.00 AM for hearing  the parties/orders,
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.2015.  

   
          State Information Commissioner. 

…………CONTD. …

Copy to:

Shri Paramjit Singh,                              (REGISTERED)

Distt. Education Officer  (SE), 

Tarn  Taran.

For necessary compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  30.1.15.


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

