STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amit Kumar s/o Sh. Ashok Kumar,

Kucha Khuda Baksh, Basti Balochan wali,

Ferzepur City-152002.                                                                      Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Govt. High School,

Vill. Dassu wala, Tehsil Patti,

Distt. Tarn Taran.                                                                                Respondent                                                     

                                                      CC No. 2092  of 2014

Present:

None for the complainant




Shri Balwinder Singh, Head Master,Govt. High School Dasuwala,

for the respondent

ORDER:


Shri Amit Kumar, complainant vide an RTI application dated 5.4.2014  addressed to Principal, Govt. High  School, Vill. Dassuwal, Tehsil  Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran   sought certain information on two points relating to teaching / non teaching staff and grants received for school and its utilization  for the period from  31.3.2013 to 1.4.2014, as follows:

“i)
How many teaching/non teaching staff is working in the school and how  much   salary  is being disbursed  to them.  Photocopy of their ID card be provided;

ii)
How much and out of which fund and for which purpose grant have been received for the school during the period from 31.3.2013 to 1.4.2014, photocopies of sanction letter  and cheques be provided. Copy of Bills, Receipts, Mast Rolls, Cashbook as a proof of expenditure and copy of  Bank statement related to  expenditure incurred on school  during the period from 31.3.2013 to 1.4.2014 be provided.”


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 28.7.2014.


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


During hearing of this case today, it is observed that requisite information was sent to the complainant by the Headmaster, Govt. High School, Dasuwal, Distt. Tarn Taran vide letter No.  4534, dated 12.5.2014. It is further noted  that on the receipt of this information , complainant filed certain observations with the Head Master, Govt. High School Dasuwal pertaining to the information sent to him, but PIO cum Headmaster wrote him that since demanded information runs into 150 pages , an additional fee/documents charges as admissible  under rule be deposited. However as  the same were not deposited by the complainant, no information was sent second time. 
It is  further noted that  neither the complainant nor his authorized  representative attended the commission today  to defend his case.


It is further noted that Shri Balwinder Singh, Headmaster of the School  produced a letter duly signed by Shri Amit Kumar,  wherein it has been  mentioned  that he has not  demanded any information from school through RTI and some body is  filing the applications on his behalf/ without his knowledge. 

Thus in view of letter handed over to commission by Shri Balwinder Singh Headmaster of Respondent School on behalf of complainant, and facts noted above, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.9.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surjit Singh s/o Sh. Ajaib Singh,                                                       

Vill. Banwala Anuka, 

Tehsil Malout, 

Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib.                                                                         Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Bhikhiwind, Distt. Tarn Taran.                                                                 Respondent                                                     

                                                      CC No.2096  of 2014

Present:

None  for the complainant




Shri  Lakhbir Singh, Clerk   for the respondent;
ORDER:


Shri  Surjit Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 17.10.2013  addressed to BDPO,  Bhikhiwind   sought certain information pertaining to grants received and spent on development works after appointment of  Shri Gurpreet Singh, BDPO,  Bhikhiwind.


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 28.7.14.


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


During hearing of this case today, Shri Lakhbir Singh, Clerk appearing on behalf of BDPO  Bhikhiwind, stated that the requisite information have been sent to the complainant vide letter no. 1498, dated 26.9.2014 under registered cover. He also handed over to the commission a copy of the provided information and a photocopy of the postal registered receipt by which information have been sent.


In view of the above noted facts, no cause of action survives further, the case is disposed of/closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.9.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gulshan Kumar,

H.No.10904, Basant Road,

Industrial Area B, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana-141003.                                                                        
  Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Tagore Public School,

Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana-141001.                                                    
    Respondent  
                                                          CC No.  2064   of 2014
Present:

None for the  complainant.




Ms. Akshita Chauhan, Advocate Counsel for the  respondent;
ORDER:


Shri Gulshan  Kumar,  complainant vide an RTI application dated  26.5.14 addressed to  Public Information Officer O/o Principal, Tagore Public School, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana sought certain information on 5 points relating to tenders, fees, adhoc teaching staff, amount of expenditure incurred on  the welfare of staff etc. 


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 24.7.2014.


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


During hearing of this case today, Ms. Akshita Chauhan, advocate, appearing for the Principal Tagore  Public School, Ludhiana, has submitted a power of Attorney on behalf of the Respondent Institution - Tagore Public School, Aggar Nagar,Ludhiana. It is further noted that neither the applicant – complainant is  present nor deputed any  authorized representative to attend the commission on his behalf. It is further observed that no information in this case have been provided by the respondent Institution i.e. Tagore Public School, Ludhiana to the complainant so far.  

As such, both Shri Gulshan Kumar, complainant and Respondent Principal, Tagore Public School, Ludhiana are directed to file their written submissions on  or before the next date of hearing. 

Principal, Tagore Public School, Ludhiana is further directed to appear before the commission on next fixed date with action taken report on RTI application dated 26.5.2014 and record for the perusal of same by Commission. Failing to appear before the commission   by respondent Principal Tagore Public School Ludhiana, warrant for ensuring his presence  could be considered to be issued.

Adjourned to 20.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M.

Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.9.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to :


Principal, Tagore Public School                               (Registered) 


Aggar Nagar,


Ludhiana


For strict compliance.

Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.9.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Aggarwal 

s/o Late Sh. Kewal Krishan,

RTI Activists, Gali Vaid Tirath Ram,

Opp. Civil Hospital, Moga-142001.                                                Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Federated Senior Citizen Council,

(Retd. Govt. Employees)

Red Cross Day Care Centre,

 Administrative Complex,

G.T.Road, Moga.

First Appellate Authority , 

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

 Moga.                                                                                   Respondent    

                                                      AC No. 2374   of 2014

Present:  

None  for the appellant

Shri Gurdeep Singh , Advocate, counsel  for the Federated Sr. Citizen Council, Moga..

ORDER:



Shri Yogesh Aggarwal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  7.11.2012, addressed to PIO, O/o Federated Senior Citizen Council, (Retd. Govt. Employees) Red Cross Day Care Centre,  Administrative Complex, G.T.Road, Moga.

 sought certain information on 4  points  for the period from  the date of start and till reply date as follows:-

i) Detailed membership list till date of reply;

ii) Copy of accounts , till date of reply;

iii) Copies of Saturday & 15th each month attendance register alongwith proceedings; 

iv) Copies of quarterly statements deposited with registrar of Co-op Society under law;



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 ADC, Moga, vide letter dated 16.11.2012  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  24.7.2014  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 hearing of this case today, Shri Gurdip Singh, Advocate, appearing on behalf  of PIO O/o Federated Senior Citizen Council, Moga stated that since he has been authorized by the respondent only today to attend the commission on his behalf, certain more time may be given to file written submission before the commission. It is further noted that no one attended the commission today on behalf of First Appellate Authority cum Additional Deputy Commissioner, Moga.   He is therefore directed to depute the APIO  o/o Deputy Commissioner to attend the commission on the next date of hearing with written submissions on his behalf with reference to the RTI application dated 4.11.2012, filed by the appellant. The appellant is also directed to appear before the commission on the next fixed date either personally or to depute his authorized representative for defending the matter, failing which the case shall be heard and decided in his absence.


Adjourned to 27.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M.

Sd/-
Chandigarh.



 



(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.9.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 



            Shri Yogesh Aggarwal, appellant attended the commission in the afternoon after the hearing was over. He has been apprised of  the proceedings of commission held today, while he did not attend the commission
Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.9.2014



     State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

1)
    First Appellate Authority cum                           (REGISTERED)
  Additional Deputy Commissioner,

  o/o Deputy Commissioner,

   Moga,            (By Name)                                                              
              

For necessary compliance.

Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.9.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

        

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms. Sarika d/o Shri Kharaiti Lal,

House No. 228, Chander Nagar,

Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur-143505.
                                                         Appellant
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director Public Instructions

(School Education), Punjab,

PSEB Complex, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali-160062.

First Appellate Authority, 

 O/o The Director Public Instructions

(School Education), Punjab,

PSEB Complex, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali-160062                                                               Respondent   
                                                        AC No.2381    of 2014
Present:

 None  for the appellant




Shri Varinder Singh,   for the respondent

ORDER:



Ms. Sarika  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 12.7.2012 , addressed to PIO  o/o DPI (SE),  Punjab  sought selection list of  Electronic Vocational Teacher, selected on the basis of 7654 posts  of various categories  advertised by the department, for the period from 23.9.2011 to 12.7.2012.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  10.9.2012 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 24.7.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.



During hearing of this case today, Shri  Varinder Kumar stated that the requisite information have been  sent to the appellant vide letter dated 9.9.2014. Since Ms. Sarika, appellant is not present today, she is directed to attend the commission  personally or to depute  an authorized representative  on the next date of hearing to defend her case, failing which it would be presumed that she has nothing to say and the ex parte proceedings will be held.


Shri Jaswinder Singh Nayyar, PIO cum Deputy Director  School Admn.  is also directed to clarify to the appellant the information pertaining to the  Application  dated 12.7.2012, sent by her.  He is further directed to appear before the commission on the next date of hearing personally   with one set of provided information  and a complete set of entire merit list for the perusal of the same by the commission.


Adjourned to 27.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.9.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to

Shri Jaswinder Singh Nayyar,                       (Registered)


PIO cum Deputy Director  School Admn\


O/o The Director Public Instructions

(School Education), Punjab,

PSEB Complex, Sector 62,


SAS Nagar, Mohali-160062

Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.9.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh s/o 
S. Nikka Singh,

Vill. Lohgarh, 

P.O. Tanda Ram Sahai,

Tehsil Mukerian, 

Distt. Hoshiarpur.
                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Rural Development &

Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, 

Sector 62,

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

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director, Rural Development &

Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, 

Sector 62,

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

                                                      AC No. 2417   of 2014

Present:

Shri Rajinder Singh,   appellant in person;

Shri Subhash Arora,Supdt. RD-5 Br. Smt. Manjit Kaur Accountant, Pension Br, for the respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Rajinder Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 16.2.2014 addressed to PIO  o/o  Director,  Rural Dev. & Panchayats , Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,  Mohali  sought certain information on 3  points  for the period from 2013-14, regarding   retiral benefits. to shri Rajinder singh, Retired Panchayats Officer, Jalandhar East Block.



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 1.4.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 30.7.2014  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 hearing of this case today,  Mrs. Manjit Kaur, Accountant appearing for the respondent  handed over a set of  information  to  Shri Rajinder Singh, appellant vide letter no. 3432 dated 30.9.2014 and No. 1759 dated 29.9.2014. Shri Rajinder Singh submitted  in writing that he has received the information  in regard to his application dated 16.2.2014.


As information stands supplied to the appellant the case is disposed of/ closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.9.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Dharampal  s/o Sh. Sarwan Dass,

R/o Lambrha Abadi,

Vill.  Lambra,  Tehsil & Distt. Jalandhar.                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Jalandhar (East), Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o District Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Jalandhar.                                                                                    Respondent       

                                                      AC No. 2421   of 2014

Present:

Shri Dharam Pal appellant in person;

Shri  Kulwinder Kumar Tax Collector o/o DDPO Jalandhar East   for the respondent


ORDER:



Shri Dharam Pal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.10. 2013, addressed to BDPO,  Jalandhar (East)   sought certain information on   8 points pertaining to grants  received under NREGA scheme by Gram Panchayat Daulatpur/ Gram Panchayat Usmanpur, during the year 2008 to 2013.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 2.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 30.7.2014   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 hearing of this case today, Shri Kulwinder  Kumar Tax Collector o/o DDPO Jalandhar (East) supplied a set of documents attested by BDPO Jalandhar 

(East) to the appellant   vide letter no. 2162 dated 29.9.2014,in the commission itself.. 

The appellant stated that the information has been  provided to him by Shri Kulwinder Kumar appearing on behalf of Shri  Manoj Dhanda, PIO cum BDPO Jalandhar (East) after a lapse of 11 months, which is yet to be perused by him. He further stated that despite his personal approaching the PIO cum BDPO Jalandhar (East) and  other officers, he is being   provided this information, today  which is not even  point –wise, correct and complete.

After hearing the appellant, it is observed   that submissions made by him before the commission, is certainly having weight as information is being provided  to him today without any supporting letter and same being without any index or point wise reply.

It is further noted that total  lackadaisical attitude  have been adopted by  the PIO cum BDPO Jalandhar (East)  in  providing information to appellant without any reasonable cause,   and willfully intentional delay have been caused which is against the very spirit of RTI Act,  Therefore, the commission in exercise of its powers conferred on  it under the provisions of section 20(1) of the act ibid issues a show cause notice to Shri  Manoj Dhanda, PIO cum BDPO Jalandhar (East)   to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavits as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on him for not providing any information to the appellant as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act, 2005.

         In addition to the written reply to be given in the shape of an affidavit, Shri  Manoj Dhanda, PIO cum BDPO Jalandhar (East)   is also hereby 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.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he had nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 

        Shri  Manoj Dhanda, PIO cum BDPO Jalandhar (East) is further directed to ensure their personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings could be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the meantime, Shri  Manoj Dhanda, PIO cum BDPO Jalandhar (East)   is directed to provide the applicant point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 22.10. 2013 and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed along with a copy of the information so provided.

Appellant is also directed to point out discrepancies, if any to Respondent PIO within 4 days who is directed to send to appellant remaining information within next three days.


Adjourned to  16.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M.
Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.9.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:



Shri  Manoj Dhanda, PIO cum                                 (Registered)



Block Development & Panchayats Officer,



Jalandhar (East)



Shri  Dharampal  s/o Sh. Sarwan Dass,                  (Registered)


R/o Lambrha Abadi,



Vill.  Lambra,  Tehsil & Distt. Jalandhar
                   - for compliance

Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.9.2014



     State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Satnam Singh,

s/o Shri Inder Singh,

Vill. Kabulshah Hittar, 

Tehsil  & Distt. Fazilka.                                                                Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Fazilka.                                                                                        Respondent   

                                                      CC No.  2086 of 2014

Present:

None  for the complainant

Shri  Gagnesh Kumar, DSP (HQ) and HC Sohan Singh, o/o SSP Fazilka   for the respondent

ORDER:


Shri Satnam Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  9.6.2014  addressed to  PIO O/O  SSP,  Fazilka   sought certain information pertaining to complaint marked by letter 434/14.2.2014 and another application dated 9.4.14,has been  marked by SHO Sadar Fazilka vide  no. 507-SPL-PC/9.4.2014..


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 28.7.14.


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


During hearing of this case today, it is noted that a communication vide  letter No. 597-RTI dated 27.8.2014 duly signed by PIO cum S.P (D)  Fazilka have been received in the commission,  wherein it has been mentioned that the complainant  came to his office on 21.8.2014 and received the  complete information. The PIO cum S.P.(D) has also enclosed with his letter,  a hand written  letter dated 21.8.2014 duly signed by the complainant mentioning in it that since he has received the complete information, his complaint case may be filed.


In view of the above noted facts and written submissions made by the complainant, the case is disposed of/closed.
Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.9.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash,

60, Krishna Gali 1, Nehru Colony,

Majitha Road, Amritsar 143001.
                                                                         

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Secondary Education),

Gurdaspur.

First Appellate Authority, 

Director Public Instructions,

Punjab (Secondary Education),

PSEB Building, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                                                                                                

Respondent    

                                                      AC No. 2172   of 2014

Present: 
Appellant in person;



Shri Janak Raj Clerk,  o/o DEO (S)Gurdaspur for the respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Om Parkash .Appellant vide an RTI application dated 3.3.14  , addressed to PIO  cum DEO (SE), Gurdaspur  sought 3 points information pertaining to the outcome of FIR no.  228, dated 24.11.2007 u/s 420, 467, 468. 471, 120B IPC registered against Ms. Rupinderjit Kaur w/o Ashok Kumar r/o Guru Ram Dass Colony, House No. 105, Majitha Road, Amritsar.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority  vide letter  dated 29.4.14   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid. Subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   on 10.6.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 10.9.2014.


On the last date of  hearing of this case  i.e. on 10.9.14, the perusal of the file reveals that the notice of hearing was inadvertently sent to DEO (EE), Gurdaspur who has returned the same while as per provisions contained in Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, he should have transferred the said  RTI application to DEO (SE), Gurdaspur.


Fresh notice was therefore, issued to DEO (SE) Gurdaspur  for  29.9.2014. and  DEO (SE) Gurdaspur was directed to supply the requisite point wise  information to the appellant within a period of  7 days free of cost under registered cover.  


He was further directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with a set of supplied  information.


DEO (EE), Gurdaspur was also directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing and to file written submissions explaining the reasons for his not transferring the RTI application of the appellant to the DEO (SE), Gurdaspur as per provisions  contained in  Section 6(3) of the Act ibid and the case was adjourned to 29.9.14 and later  postponed to 30.9.2014 for further hearing.

During hearing  of this case today, Shri Janak Raj Clerk  appearing for the respondent PIO of DEO (SE), Gurdaspur,  stated that the requisite information have been provided to the appellant  vide letter no. Estt-2014(E-4) 124020-22, dated 24.9.2014, and he also hands over to the commission,  a copy of the already supplied information to the appellant. Shri Om Parkash, appellant also acknowledged before the commission  the receipt of the same and stated that he has received the complete information, though the same have provided a bit late. 

After hearing both the parties, perusing the case file, commission feels it fit to dispose of and close the case. 
Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.9.2014


   
           State Information Commissioner. 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Ryar 

Vill Babowal –Babowal colony,

Tehsil & distt. Gurdaspur-143521                                              Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Gurdaspur.

First Appellate Authority, 

Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev)

Gurdaspur.          





      Respondent

                                                      AC No.1150    of 2014

Present: 

None for   the appellant.

Shri Dilpreet Singh Accounts Clerk o/o DDPO Gurdaspur. for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Kuldeep Singh Riyar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.8.13 , addressed to  Distt. Dev. & Panchayat Officer (DDPO), Gurdaspur sought certain information on two  points  pertaining to medical reimbursement cases  for the period from  27.9.10 to  20.8.13.


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 27.9.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 10.3.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


 During the  hearing of this case on  13.5.14, it was noted that information on point no. 1 had been supplied to the appellant by the DDPO, Gurdaspur vide letter no. 1846, dated 1.10.13.   However,  no information was   supplied on point no. 2. 


It  was further noted that none  appeared before the Commission  on behalf of respondent PIO despite  issuance of notice  no. 8219-21, dated 25.3.14.   Similarly, no written submissions were filed by the respondent PIO  cum DDPO,  Gurdaspur as directed in para 3 of the above notice which read as under:-

“You are further directed to file a written reply before the next date of hearing with an advance copy to the complainant/appellant.  The written reply shall be duly signed by the PIO  and shall disclose his name and designations of the PIO and First Appellate Authority.”


Noticing  that a total lackadaisical approach  had been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete and correct  information to appellant on both the points  despite lapse of period of more than  9 months and  information on point no. 2 had not been provided to the appellant willfully and intentionally,  without any reasonable cause.      


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

i) Issued a show cause notice  to   PIO cum District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, 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 not providing the information willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on   19.8.2013.  

 ii) He was also directed to explain as to why the appellant be not suitably compensated under the provisions of Section 19(8)(b) of the Act ibid for the lost or  other detriment suffered by him in seeking the information.  

 iii) He was 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 7 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) He was further directed to attend the Commission, on the next date of hearing  with one spare set of  provided information.

    The case was adjourned to 4.6.14 for further hearing.     


However, during  hearing held  on 4.6.2014,  it was observed that neither appellant attended the Commission nor  PIO cum District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur  did so.   So much so, even no communication was received from the Respondent – PIO as to whether information on Point no. 2 had been supplied or not. 


In view of these facts, the case was adjourned to 19.6.14 with a direction to PIO cum DDPO, Gurdaspur  to comply with the order dated  13.5.2014.

During hearing held on 19.6.2014,  it was noted  that Shri Rajiv Kumar, Panchayat Secretary appeared on behalf of Shri Jitender Singh Brar, PIO cum DDPO, Gurdaspur though he had no concern with this case.  It was further noted that Shri Jitender Singh Brar, PIO cum DDPO, Gurdaspur  neither replied to the show cause notice issued to him vide orders dated 13.5.14, 4.6.14 nor availed any opportunity of being heard.


It was also noted that the medical bill of the appellant regarding which he had sought information on point no. 2 of his RTI application dated 19.8.13 were referred to the Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur, vide letter dated 15.2.14 for ex-post facto approval and copy of that letter was endorsed to the appellant for his information.  It  was further noted that  Shri Jitender Singh Brar,  Distt.  Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur did not care the least to comply with Commission’s order dated 13.5.14 and 4.6.14, therefore, one last opportunity was given to him to do so and case was adjourned to 5.8.2014, for further hearing.


During hearing of this case on 5.8.2014, Shri Avtar Singh, authorized representative of the appellant stated that provided information on point no. 2 i.e. letter no. 347, dated 15.2.14 was incorrect as ex-post facto approval  for medical bills of the retired Accountants was not to be accorded by the Civil Surgeon to whom the letter had been addressed.   However, Shri Jitender Singh Brar, earlier   Distt.  Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur  stated that since  information on both the points i.e. point no. 1 and 2 was provided by his predecessor, he could not check the genuinity  of the same.  He, however, stated that he is not DDPO, Gurdaspur now  as he had been transferred to the Headquarter.  However, he would personally ensure the providing of correct information on point no. 2 as it pertained to his tenure as PIO cum DDPO,  Gurdaspur.


In view of the request made by him, the case was adjourned to 10.9.14 for further hearing.


Shri Jagwinderjit Singh, DDPO, Gurdaspur was also directed to  ensure the providing of  correct and complete information to the appellant on point no. 2.  and  also to  attend the Commission personally on the next fixed  date  with a copy of the provided information.


On the last date of  hearing of this case i.e. on 10.9.14, Shri Jitender Singh Brar, filed written submissions in response to the show cause notice issued to him vide order dated 5.8.2014 .He stated that no willful and intentional delay was caused by him in any manner in providing the information to the appellant by  him as information was supplied to the appellant vide letter no. 147, dated 15.2.2014 by the earlier DDPO Gurdaspur that the medical bills  of the appellant have already been sent to the Civil Surgeon Gurdaspur for approval.


In view  of the detailed oral as well as written submissions made by Shri Jatinder Singh Brar, DDPO , the show cause notice issued to him  vide order dated 5.8.2014 was  dispensed with.


However, Shri Jagwinderjit Singh, present PIO cum  DDPO , Gurdaspur, was directed to (i) ensure that complete and correct information is supplied to the appellant in the meanwhile. (ii) He shall also attend the commission on next fixed date, with one spare set of supplied information.

Since  the appellant was not present on that date,  one last opportunity was afforded to him for defending his case by appearing personally or by deputing  his authorized representative to attend the commission on the next date of hearing, failing which it was to  be presumed that he has nothing to say and ex parte decision will be taken and the case was adjourned to today..

During hearing of this case today, it is observed that Shri Jagwinder jit Singh was directed to provide the correct and complete information. However, neither he did so nor appeared before the commission today despite directions issued to him on last hearing. 

It is also observed that Shri Kuldeep Singh Ryar, appellant neither attended the commission on the last date of hearing i.e. on 10.9.2014 nor today. He is therefore afforded a last opportunity to defend his case before the commission either personally or to depute an authorized representative failing which ex parte proceedings will be taken. 


Shri Jagwinderjit Singh, PIO cum  DDPO , Gurdaspur,  is therefore, directed to provide the appellant complete, correct, duly attested information within 7 days under registered cover and to appear before the commission with a copy of supplied information on next fixed date.


Shri Dilpreet Singh Accounts Clerk o/o DDPO Gurdaspur  is directed to inform the appellant about the next date of hearing so that he can attend the commission.


Adjourned to 14.10.2014 at 11.00 AM.  
   Sd/-





Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  30.9.14                


 State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

              i)Shri Jagwinderjit Singh 

              PIO  cum District Development  

              & Panchayat   Officer                                (REGISTERED)

              Gurdaspur.  

            ii) Shri Kuldeep Singh Ryar                         (REGISTERED
                 Vill Babowal –Babowal colony,

                 Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur-143521  
For necessary compliance.

Sd/-
Chandigarh.





        (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  30.9.2014



  State Information Commissioner. 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Surjit Kaur,

Centre Head Teacher, 

Govt. Elementary School,

Chanarthal Khurd,

Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.
                                                          Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Primary Education Officer,

Sirhind-2. at Tarkhan Majra,

 Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.                                                            
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1853   of 2014

Present:

Shri Raminder Singh  for Smt. Surjit Kaur, complainanat;




None for the respondent PIO;
ORDER:


Ms. Surjit Kaur, complainant vide an RTI application dated 2.4.2014, addressed to Block Primary  Education Officer, Block Sirhind-2, At Tarkhan Majra, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib sought certain information on 4 points for the period from 1.4.2011 to 30.6.2011


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 2.7.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 9.9.2014.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 9.9.2014, neither the PIO cum Block Primary Education Officer, Sirhind-2 appeared before the commission nor there was any documents on the record from where it could be presumed as to whether  the information in this case had been submitted or not. As such before the penalty provisions under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 could be invoked against the PIO cum Block Primary Education Officer, Sirhind-2, District Fatehgarh Sahib, he was directed to appear before the commission on the next date of hearing with the action taken report and record pertaining to the RTI application dated 2.4.2014, filed by the applicant-complainant, for its perusal.


Ms. Surjit Kaur, applicant- Complainant was also directed to be present on the next date of hearing, or to depute an authorized representative for defending the matter and the case was adjourned to 29.9.2014 and further postponed to 30.9.2014, for further hearing.


During the hearing of this case today,   it is noted that  though the appellant filed an RTI application on  2.4.2014  to Block Primary Education Officer,  Sirhind 2 at Tarkhan Majra, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib, neither any information have been provided to the appellant  by the respondent PIO till today nor  any one attended the commission on the last date of hearing   on 9.9.2014 or today.


It is thus observed that a total lackadaisical approach have been adopted by the PIO cum Block Primary Education Officer, Sirhind-2  in providing the information to the complainant and the same have been denied willfully and intentionally without  any reasonable cause, which is against the very spirit of RTI Act, and the provisions contained in section 7(1) of the said act.

Therefore, the commission in exercise of its power under the provisions of section 20(1) of the act ibid issues a show cause notice to Shri  Santokh Singh, PIO cum Block Primary Education Officer, Sirhind -2 at Tarkhan Majra, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib, to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavits as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on them for not providing any information to the complainant as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act,2005.

         In addition to the written reply to be given in the shape of an affidavit, Shri  Santokh Singh, PIO cum Block Primary Education Officer, Sirhind -2 at Tarkhan Majra, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib,   is also hereby 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.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he had nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 

        Shri  Santokh Singh, PIO cum Block Primary Education Officer, Sirhind -2 at Tarkhan Majra, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib,is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with action taken report on RTI and complete records, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to  28.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M.

    Sd/-
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.09.2014


        State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-




Shri Santokh Singh Public Information Officer,                    (Registered)

          

O/o  Block Primary Education Officer,



Sirhind-2. at Tarkhan Majra,

 

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib


-for strict compliance.

                                                                                       Sd/-
 Chandigarh.




        (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.09.2014


        State Information Commissioner  

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Moti Ram,

# 24, Street No. 10,

Sunder Nagar, Amritsar.                                                                     Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, 

Modern Sr. Sec. School, 

Patiala. 

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Distt. Education Officer,

Patiala.                                                                                               Respondent  
                                                      AC No.  2156  of 2014
Present:  
 Appellant in person.

Shri Ramesh Kumar Chawla, Administrative Officer with Shri Ravinder Singh, Accountant.

ORDER:


During hearing of this case today, both the parties filed written submissions before the commission in support of their contentions. In view of above noted facts, the case is adjourned to 14.10.2014, for pronouncement of order.

Sd/-


Chandigarh.





    (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.9.2014

               State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,                                                                                                       

 r/o # 60/35-P/330, Street No. 8,

Maha Singh Nagar,Daba Lohara Road,

P.O. Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana-141014                                         Appellant

Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority, 

Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.                                                                                     Respondent   

                                                      AC No.  1862  of 2014

Present: 
Appellant in person.

                
Shri  Jasbir Singh, Head  Draftsman    for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  13.12.13 addressed to PIO  o/o Commissioner, M. C.,  Ludhiana sought certain information    pertaining to the complaint  made by him vide memo no. DTP (SS)-13-1077, dated 5.9.13 to the Town Planning Wing of Local Bodies Deptt. Which was down marked to the Commissioner, MC,  Ludhiana.

 
Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 16.1.14  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 29.5.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.   Accordingly, a notice of hearing through video conferencing was issued to the parties for 21.8.2014,

During hearing of this case i.e. on 21.8.2014 through video conference facility of NIC available in the office of D.C. Ludhiana, it  was noted that a communication vide letter dated 20.8.14 had been received in the Commission from  the appellant wherein he had stated that  being the Secretary PPCC, he was busy in State Legislative  Bye Election at Patiala and shall not be able to attend the Commission on that date.   He had further stated that the information provided to him pertained to some other RTI application and no information in this case had been provided.  He had requested that his case may be adjourned to some other date.


Acceding to his request,  Shri  Jasbir  Singh, Head Draftsman  (holding the additional charge of Asstt. Town Planner, Zone C), MC, Ludhiana was directed to ensure that complete and duly attested information was provided to the appellant within a period of 4 days from that date.


He was further directed to appear before the Commission at Chandigarh  on the next date of hearing  with one spare set of provided information for the perusal of the  same by the Commission and the case was adjourned to 9.9.2014.


During the hearing held  on 9.9.2014, Shri  Jasbir Singh, Head  Draftsman stated that the requisite information had already been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 72/PIO/DRG-C, dated  30.7.14 under registered cover.  He also handed over to the Commission copy of the provided information.


However, it was noted that a communication had been received in this Commission on 8.9.2014 wherein the appellant had requested for an adjournment.  Acceding to his request, the case was adjourned.

The appellant was therefore, directed to attend the Commission on fixed  date failing which no further opportunity shall  be provided to him and the ex-parte decision have to  be taken in this case and the case was adjourned to  29.9.14 and thereafter was postponed to 30.9.2014..


During the hearing of this case today, i.e.  on 30.9.2014, Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia stated that  no information have been provided to him pertaining to an RTI application dated 13.12.2013 , which was addressed by him to the PIO O/O Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, vide which he has sought the status of his complaint made by him  vide memo No. DTP (SS)-13-1077, dated 5.9.13 to the Town Planning Wing of Local Bodies Deptt. as the same was down marked to the Commissioner, M. C,  Ludhiana, for an enquiry.  He further stated that he has been provided totally a vague information.

At this, Shri Jasbir Singh Head Draftsman holding an additional charge of PIO cum ATP, stated that his complaint pertained to an enquiry to be conducted against the works executed by the S.E. Public Works who is senior to him in rank and status. As such he is likely to seek an order of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana for  deputing a  senior officer who may conduct the enquiry in the complaint made by the appellant, so that he could be apprised of the status of the same as per the RTI application dated 13.12.2013.


After detailed discussions, it is further noted that though the appellant filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 16.1.14  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid. The same have not been decided till today and is still pending and subsequently, he had to approach the Commission in a second appeal on 29.5.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Needless to point out the 2nd appeal is only maintainable against the orders passed in the first appeal decided by the First Appellate Authority. It is further observed that inordinate delay have been caused both by  PIO o/o Municipal Corporation Ludhiana and the First Appellate Authority in ensuring the providing of correct information to the appellant though the RTI application  is dated 13.12.2013 and the First appeal is similarly of dated 16.1.2014.


In view of the above noted facts and observing the total lackadaisical attitude adopted both by PIO and Ist appellate Authority,  in ensuring the providing of correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant with reference to his RTI application can not be ignored  The Commission thus observes that this delay on their part have to be viewed, as  willful and intentional and without any reasonable cause.

Commission thus affords one last  opportunity to the First Appellate Authority by remitting the case back to Shri Devinder Singh PCS, First Appellate Authority cum Additional Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana,  with the directions to decide this first appeal within a stipulated period by affording an adequate opportunity of being heard to both the parties i.e. to the appellant and PIO and by ensuring that demanded information is provided to appellant as per provisions contained in Act. To avoid any inconvenience, the appellant have been directed  to appear before Shri Devinder Singh, PCS, First Appellate Authority cum Additional Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on 20.10.2014 at 12.00 AM. 

Just to remind Ist Appellate Authority of his statutory  duty and obligations on him, his attention is invited to the Supreme Court of India’s judgment, in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787 to 10788 of 2011 dated 12.12.2011,(Arising out of SLP © No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010) wherein in Para no.26, 29, 35, 36, it has been  held as under:-

“[Para 26] 

F. Right of Appeal against an order – A right of appeal is always a creature of statute – A right of appeal is a right of entering a superior forum for invoking its aid and interposition to correct errors of the inferior forum – It is a very valuable right – Therefore, when the statute confers such a right of appeal that must be exercised by a person who is aggrieved by reason of refusal to be furnished with the information.

[Para 29]

H. Interpretation by Statutes – Where statute provides for something to be done in a particular manner. It can be done in that manner alone and all other modes of performance are necessarily forbidden. 1876 (1) Ch. D.426 : AIR 1936 PC 253 (1) : AIR 1964 SC 358, relied.

Para 35

I.Interpretation of Statutes – No statute should be interpreted in such a manner as to render a part of it redundant or surplusage.

[Para 36]

J. Enactment of statute by Legislature - Interpretation of statute –Legislature does not  waste words or say anything in vain or for no purpose – Thus a construction which leads to redundancy of a position of the statute cannot be accepted in the absence of compelling reason.” 

The very purpose of highlighting above mentioned paras of judgment is to aware the first appellate authority that if escapes from his statutory duty, commission shall not hesitate to proceed against him.


Finally in view of above noted facts, Shri Devinder Singh PCS, Additional Commissioner, is directed to decide the first appeal of appellant within a stipulated time and as per provisions of act, by passing a speaking order.

If the appellant still feels aggrieved thereafter with the order passed by First Appellate Authority, he shall be at liberty to approach the commission in a 2nd appeal thereafter as per the provisions contained in section of the act, 2005. Needless to find out that failing to comply with the above orders, the commission shall not hesitate to order the initiation of the disciplinary proceedings against the PIO and the first appellate authority.


With these observations case is closed and disposed of, meanwhile.

   Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.9.2014



    State Information Commissioner









Contd……

Copy to:-

1.  Pardeep Aggarwal IAS,                            (REGISTERED)                                                                                                 
Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana, 

          - 
  for ensuring the needful action by PIO and First appellate Authority.

2. Shri Devinder Kumar FAA cum                  (REGISTERED
   Additional Commissioner, 

   Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  
      3.

 Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,                        (REGISTERED)                                                                                                 

 r/o # 60/35-P/330, Street No. 8,

Maha Singh Nagar, Daba Lohara Road,



P.O. Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana-141014                                         

   For necessary compliance.

     Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.9.2014



    State Information Commissioner

                                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Maheep Kumar, s/o Sh. Satpal Jolly,

c/o Anand Studios, Purana Gurdwara,

Nangal Township, Distt. Ropar140124.                                          Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal,

 State Public School Parijan Road,

Shahkot, Distt. Jalandhar.                                                             Respondent








                                                    

                                                          CC No. 1884  of 2014

Present:     Complainant in person.


        Shri Kanwar Neel Kamal, Principal, for respondent.


ORDER:


Shri Maheep Kumar, complainant vide an RTI application dated 30.1.2014   addressed to the Principal, State Public School, Parijan Road,  Shahkot, Jalandhar   sought certain information pertaining to salary amount/salary certificate of Smt. Vibha Sethi d/o Shri K.L. Sethi r/o  59, Bhai Ditt Singh Nagar, Jalandhar.  


Failing to get any information During the hearing of this case today, Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, filed  the power of Attorney on behalf of respondent Institution D.A.V. Sr. Secondary School Khanna. He also requested for an adjournment for filing a detailed submissions. In view of it, adjournment granted.


The respondent DAV Sr. Sec. School Khanna is directed to file written submissions on or before the next date of hearing. The complainant is also directed to file    written submissions in support of his contention justifying that respondent institution i.e. D.A.V. Sr. Sec. School   Khanna is a public authority.


Adjourned to 13.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M.                                               
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 8.7. 2014.


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


On the last date of  hearing of this case i.e. on 11.9.14,  Shri Harbhajan Singh, Supervisor appearing on behalf  of Principal, State Public School, Parijan Road,  Shahkot, Jalandhar    filed  written submissions duly signed by  Principal, Kanwar Neel Kamal vide Ref. 256  dated  10.9.14 wherein it has been mentioned that State Public School, Parijan Road,  Shahkot, Jalandhar    did not fall within  definition  ‘public authority’ u/s  2(h) of RTI Act, 2005.    It is purely private unaided school not at all owned controlled  or substantially financed, directly or indirectly by funds provided by the appropriate Govt.   and hence does not get covered within definition of section 2(h) (d) or (ii)  respectively.   He had also enclosed copy of judgment  dated 7th October, 2013 of  Supreme Court in the case of  Talappalam Service  Coop.  Bank Ltd. And others  Vs. State of  Kerala& ors.  (Civil Appeal no. 9017 of  2013 arising out of SLP ( C) No. 24290 of  2012).


Since written submissions had been filed by the Principal, State Public School, Parijan Road,  Shahkot, Jalandhar    declining the providing of information to the complainant, the complainant was also directed to  file written submissions in support of his contentions to prove as to how the respondent school is liable to provide information to him?


Further, Principal, State Public School, Parijan Road,  Shahkot, Jalandhar    was directed  to file written submissions in the shape of an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate or Notary Public in support of their contentions.


Principal of Respondent School  was further directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date of hearing and the case was adjourned to 29.9.14 and further postponed to 30.9.2014.


During the hearing of this case today, written submissions have been filed on behalf of complainant, which are taken on record. Principal State Public School, Shahkot, stated that he has already filed written submissions that  their school  i.e. State Public School Shahkot have already been declared as not being covered under the provisions of  section 2(h) of RTI Act, 2005 in AC No. 1714 of 2014 decided on 14.8.2014, by same bench and  not liable to provide information.


Adjourned to 28.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M, for pronouncement of orders.
    Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.9.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:

i)Kanwar Neel Kamal                                             (REGISTERED)

  Principal,

 State Public School , Parijan Road,

Shahkot, distt. Jalandhar.                                                                 
              

ii)Shri Maheep Kumar, s/o Sh. Satpal Jolly,         (REGISTERED
c/o Anand Studios, Purana Gurdwara,

Nangal Township, Distt. Ropar140124.

For necessary compliance.

Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.9.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

