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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harbhaj Ram, Ex.  Sr. Asstt., 

V.P.O. Garle Dhaha, Tehsil Balachaur,

Distt. Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.                                                    
  Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Secretary, 

Punjab School Education Board, 

Sector 62,Sahibzada Ajit Singh Nagar, 

Mohali-160062.
                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          AC No. 1584    of 2014

Present:        Appellant. In person.
                    Shri Virender Madaan,  Supdt. (Legal Cell)  for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Harbhaj Ram, appellant vide an RTI application dated  25.2.14                                                                                                                                                             addressed to  PIO  o/o  PSEB , Mohali (SAS Nagar) sought  photo copies of file pertaining to  the cases of Shri V.P. Panday  and  Shri Kewal Ram, Assistants.

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   30.5.14.


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

During the hearing of this case today, it is noted that a communication vide letter dated 1.8.14 has been received in the Commission from Mrs. Pavitter Pal Kaur, PIO, PSEB,  Mohali wherein she has mentioned that since Shri V.P. Panday, Sr. Asstt.   and  Shri Kewal Ram, former Sr. Asstt.  have refused in writing for providing  of photo copies of their case files to the  appellant, hence the same could not be provided by the respondent – PIO to him.

The appellant has stated that he has simply demanded the information as the 10 increments of both these officials, namely, Shri V.P. Panday, Sr. Asstt.   and  Shri Kewal Ram, former Sr. Asstt. have been restored despite their being  found guilty on various  counts,  whereas the same relief have not been given to him despite representations.  As such, he is demanding the information as he has to knock the door of the competent court.

After hearing the appellant, I am of the considered view that information demanded by appellant was  required to be provided to him in public interest.   As such,  Mrs. Pavitter Pal Kaur, PIO cum Dy. Director (Field Programme) is directed to file her written submissions for the  consideration of Commission before  penalty provisions of Act  ibid are invoked  against her.  


Adjourned to  6.8.14 at 11.00 AM.

                                                                                                       Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:5.8.2014



     State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Mrs. Pavitter Pal Kaur                                       (REGISTERED)
Dy. Director (Field Programme)-cum-PIO  

o/o  Secretary,  Punjab School Education Board

Sector  62,  SAS Nagar (Mohali).

For information and necessary compliance.

                                                                                                        Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:5.8.2014



     State Information Commissioner
                                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Harpal Singh,

s/o Sh. Balwant Singh,

r/o Vill. Korhian wali,

 Tehsil & Distt. Fazilka.                                                
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Ferozepur,

Distt. Ferozepur.                                                        
 Respondent   

                                                         CC No. 1587    of 2014  

Present:          None  for the parties.

ORDER

Shri Harpal Singh, complainant   vide an RTI application dated   11.4.2014 addressed to  the PIO o/o  Tehsildar, Ferozepur   sought  4 point  information pertaining to revenue record for the year  1872-73 and 1886-87 of village Korian wali, Tehsil & Distt. Fazilka.


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  2.6.14.

        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 RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, it is noted that neither the complainant nor the PIO o/o Tehsildar Ferozepur attended the commission as such the case is adjourned to 2.9.2014 at 11.00 A.M. with the directions to the Tehsildar Ferozepur  to appear personally on the next date of hearing,  with action taken report and written submissions with reference to the RTI application dated 11.4.2014 filed by the applicant- complainant. The complainant is also directed to appear either personally or to depute an authorized representative on the next date of hearing failing which it shall be presumed that  he has nothing to say, the  case shall be heard and decided in his absence. 


To come up again on 2.9.2014 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing.










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






    (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 5.8.2014


              State Information Commissioner

Copy to :


1. The Tehsildar,                                              (Registered)

     Ferozepur. (By Name)

    2.       Shri  Harpal Singh,



    (Registered)

         s/o Sh. Balwant Singh,

         r/o Vill. Korhian wali,

   Tehsil & Distt. Fazilka 

-for strict compliance.










Sd/-

Chandigarh.






    (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 5.8.2014


           State Information Commissioner

                                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Manjit Kaur, w/o Shri  Jagroop Singh,

# 188, V & P.O. Saharnmajra Tehsil Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana.                                                              
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer,

(SHO) Police Station Maloudh,

Distt. Ludhiana-141119                                       
         Respondent   

                                                          CC No. 1132  of 2014

Present:
  None for the  complainant.


ASI Shri Satwinder Singh, P.S. Maloud, Distt. Ludhiana for the   respondent PIO.


ORDER:


Ms. Manjit Kaur, complainant vide an RTI application dated 1.2.2014  addressed to  S.H.O. Maloud, Police Station Maloud,  Distt. Ludhiana Pin 141117, sought the following                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            information:-

a) “Application by my wife Manjit Kaur dated 10Dec 2013 (copy attached)

b) Application by son Manpreet Singh dated 22 Dec 2013 (Copy attached)

c) Application by my wife Manjit Kaur dated 22 Dec 2013 (Copy attached)

d) My application dated 19/20 Jan 2014 (Copy attached)

2.
Please issue attested copies of action taken records statements of witnesses copy of FIR if FIR registered and other relevant records under Right of Information Act, 2005.”


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 7.4.2014.


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.


This case was heard on 28.5.14 when it was noticed that neither the complainant nor the respondent PIO cum S.H.O.  P.S. Maloud, Distt. Ludhiana attended the commission nor there was any document on the record from where it could be  ascertained that  information in the above noted case had been supplied to the applicant-complainant or not. 

As such the PIO cum SHO, Police Station, Maloud was directed to appear before the commission on the next date of hearing with action taken report and complete record pertaining to the RTI application dated 18.2.2014, for its perusal  by the commission,  before  the further proceedings in the matter are taken up.


The complainant was also directed   either to appear before the commission personally or send his authorized representative to pursue the matter in this complaint case on the next date of hearing, failing which ex parte proceedings were to be taken and the case was adjourned to 17.6.2014, for further hearing.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 17.6.14,  Shri Manpreet Singh, authorized rep.  of the complainant stated that no information at all  has been provided to him by the  Station House Officer,(SHO) Police Station Maloudh.


PIO cum  Deputy Commissioner  of Police Ludhiana was also directed to ensure that an officer not below the rank of  APIO of his office  attends the Commission on the next date of hearing  alongwith action taken report, written submissions and records pertaining to the RTI Application dated  1.2.14 filed by  Ms. Manjit Kaur, complainant  for seeking information on 4 points. 


However, today, during hearing, it is noted that no APIO o/o Deputy Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana attended the commission. However, Shri Satwinder Singh, ASI, P.S. Maloud, Distt. Ludhiana appearing on behalf of  respondent PIO, stated  that their Police Station  is under  the jurisdiction of S.S.P. Khanna. He  further stated that the  requisite information have been provided to the applicant-complainant vide letter  no. 401/5A/ dated 5.8.2014. The applicant –complainant has also sent in writing on 2.8.2014 that she has received 26 pages of information dated 9.7.2014. Shri Satwinder Singh, ASI , P.S. Maloud also handed over to the commission a set of documents  which has been provided to the applicant-complainant  and also written receipt dated 2.8.2014 under her signatures.


It is further observed that a communication vide letter dated 4.8.2014 have been received in the Commission under the signatures of  applicant – complainant wherein she has written that the PIO cum SHO Maloud had sent  a Police Persons to her house and taken her signatures with dire threatening. She has further written that she has not received the complete information and the provided information to her is not readable with naked eye. 


Since neither the applicant – complainant, nor any one on her behalf attended the commission on 28.5.2014, 17.6.2014 and even today.  At this juncture, it is relevant to invite the attention of the complainant to the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 [arising out of SLP (C) No. 32768-32769/2010] in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.   As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission. 


Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order, therefore,in case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, she is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority namely Shri Harsh Kumar Bansal, IPS, S.S.P. Khanna, District Ludhiana, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.


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


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

                                                                                                              Sd/-                                                                                                   

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  5.8.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri R.C.Verma, 

A-76, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.
                                                                                             Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions, (Colleges)

Punjab, PSEB  Complex, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar Mohali.


First Appellate Authority, 

 O/o Director Public Instructions, (Colleges)

Punjab, PSEB  Complex, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar Mohali                                                                        Respondent  

                                                      AC No.  1387  of 2014

Present: 
  Appellant in person.

Dr. Jagdip  Singh, Dy. Director  (C&P) and Shri Gurcharan Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/O  DPI ©,  Punjab, for the respondent.

ORDER:





Shri R.C. Verma,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15.10.13 , addressed to PIO  o/o DPI ©, Punjab, PSEB  Complex, Phase-8, Mohali  sought certain information on  following 5  points in compliance of  order dated 1.10.2012 of Punjab and Haryana High Court  passed in LPA no. 920-2012 and connected appeals:- :-

i)
Certificate of  verification by the DPI office that gratuity has been paid to all the retirees of  Hindu College, Amritsar with interest as per order.

ii)
Certificate of vertification by the DPI office that Leave Encashsment has been paid to all the retirees of Hindu College, Amritsar with interest as per order. 

iii)
Certificate of vertification by the DPI office that Leave Provident Fund has been paid to all the retirees of Hindu College, Amritsar with interest as per rules. 

iv)
Certificate of vertification by the DPI office that enhanced salary arrears w.e.f. 1.1.2006 have been paid to all the retirees of Hindu College, Amritsar with interest as per rules. 

v)
Certificate of vertification by the DPI office that all the retirees of Hindu College, Amritsar have been paid full and final retiral benefits as  as per order and the rules. 


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 11.2.14  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 1.4.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.   Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


On date of hearing i. e. on 29.5.14, it was noted that Dy. Director (C&P) o/o DPI ©, Pb. had sent a  reply to the appellant vide letter dated  16.5.14 that copy of the certificates demanded by the appellant cannot be issued to him.


After the perusal of case file, hearing both the party. It was noted that though the appellant had not drafted  his RTI application to the point but it appeared that appellant wanted  to ascertain about the retirees who had been paid all the benefits such as gratuity, leave encashment, GPF etc. by the Hindu College, Amritsar  as per letter  no. 11/205/07-3 Edu. 1/67, dated 1.1.2008 written by the Special Secretary, Higher Education to the DPI ©  Punjab,  Chandigarh.


As such, since no correct, response had been provided   to the appellant,    Shri Jagtar Singh, PIO cum Dy.  Director (C&P) o/o DPI ©, Punjab was directed to ensure that the point-wise correct, complete and  duly attested information about the retirees of  Hindu College,  Amritsar who had been paid their retiral dues is supplied to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of 7 days.  


Shri Jagtar Singh, PIO cum Dy.  Director (C&P) o/o DPI ©, Punjab was further directed to attend the Commission personally on 5.6.14 with  one spare set of  provided information and the case was adjourned.


On of hearing held 5.6.2014, Shri  R.C. Verma, appellant stated that since the information was being provided to him in the Commission, he may be given some time to point out the discrepancies  to the PIO cum Dy.  Director (C&P) o/o DPI ©, Punjab.   Acceding to his request, he was directed to point out discrepancies, if any, to PIO cum Dy.  Director (C&P) o/o DPI ©, Punjab who would remove the deficiencies within a period of 7 days and supply the remaining information as per record.   


Dr. Jagtar Singh, PIO cum Dy.  Director (C&P) o/o DPI ©, Punjab was further directed  to ensure once again that complete, correct and duly attested information stands supplied to the appellant as demanded by him  and whatever was available in their record. 


He was also directed to file written submissions certifying that complete information as per record available in the office of  DPI (Colleges)  had been supplied to the appellant and nothing had been concealed and the case was adjourned to  25.6.14 for further proceedings.


During the hearing held, on 25.6.2014, Shri R.C. Verma, appellant stated that he had pointed out certain discrepancies to Shri Jagtar Singh, respondent PIO cum Dy Director (C&P) Pb. on 11.6.2014. However, no reply had been received till date. 


However, Dr. Jagtar Singh, PIO cum Dy. Director, (C&P) denied having received papers pertaining to discrepancy from the appellant. As such, the appellant handed over a set of papers to the respondent PIO in the commission. Dr. Jagtar Singh, PIO cum Deputy Director (C&P) was directed to remove the discrepancies and send the requisite information whatsoever was available in their office record to the appellant, within a period of 10 days from the last date of hearing.  

Dr. Jagtar Singh, PIO cum Dy. Dir. was also directed to file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate /Notary Public on the next fixed date, certifying that the complete information whatsoever was available on the office record of DPI ©, Punjab, had been  supplied to the appellant in respect of his RTI application dated  15.10.2013 and no more information concerning it  existed and nothing had been concealed as such, the case was adjourned to 5.8.2014 for further proceedings.

During the hearing of this case today, i.e. on 5.8.2014, Shri Jagdip Singh, PIO cum Deputy Director, colleges DPI ©, Pb stated that the earlier PIO cum Deputy Dir.,  Shri Jagtar Singh have been transferred to Govt. Mohindra  College, Patiala. He further stated that the complete information whatsoever was available in their office record have been made available to the appellant on different hearings held in the past. He also filed an affidavit dated 4.8.2014, duly attested by the Notary Public, wherein it has been mentioning that the complete information has been provided to the appellant by the department and except that  no other information is available in the office record,in relation to RTI application dated 15.10.13  

On the perusal of the case file, it reveals that the complete information as per the office record stands supplied. As such, the case is disposed of/closed.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 5.8.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raminder Singh,         
                                                                                   Science Master, (Retd)

House No. 217, Ward No. 15,

Near Sirhind Public School,

Hamayunpur,  Sirhind,

Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.                                                              Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Distt. Education Officer

Elementary Education,

Fatehgarh Sahib.
                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  1589   of 2014

Present:       Complainant in person.

                     Shri Sukhwant Singh, Sr. Asstt. for respondent.

ORDER

Shri  Raminder  Singh, complainant, vide an RTI application dated  12.3.2014   addressed to   the  DEO (EE),  Fatehgarh Sahib  sought   Block wise details  of  Centre  Head Teachers  in  enclosed proforma.

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    2.6.2014.
        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 RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today,   Shri Sukhwant Singh, Sr. Asstt.  appearing for respondent stated that the requisite information has already  been sent to the complainant vide letter no. 361, dated 13.5.14 under registered post.  Shri Raminder Singh,  Complainant also expressed his full satisfaction with the provided information and requested for closure of his case.

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

                                                                                                Sd/-
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 5.8.2014


           State Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raminder Singh,         
                                                                                    Science Master, (Retd)

House No. 217, Ward No. 15,

Near Sirhind Public School,

Hamayunpur,  Sirhind,

Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.                                                              Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School,

Boys, Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.
                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  1592   of 2014

Present:       Complainant in person.
                    Shri Ramesh Kumar, Principal, GSSS, Boys, Amloh  for respondent.

ORDER

Shri  Raminder Singh, complainant, vide an RTI application dated  2.4.2014    addressed to   Shri Ramesh Kumar (Principal), SSSS (Boys), Amloh.  sought  3 points information  for the period 15.10.12 to 11.2.13    pertaining  to enquiry  of Smt. Surjit Kaur, Central Head Teacher, Govt.  Elementary School, Chanarthal Khurd.           

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  2.6.14. 
        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 RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Duiring the hearing of this case today,   it is noted that a communication vide letter  dated  21.7.14  has been received in the Commission wherein it has been mentioned by Shri Ramesh Kumar (Principal), SSSS (Boys), Amloh,. Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib that the requisite information i.e. enquiry report conducted against Mrs. Surjit Kaur, Central Head Teacher, Govt.  Elementary School, Chanarthal Khurd has already been sent to the DEO vide letters dated  15.10.12 and  28.12.12.


Shri Raminder Singh, complainant stated that he has already got the copy of the enquiry report conducted against Mrs. Surjit Kaur.    However, certain queries raised  by him have not been replied to by the respondent – PIO.


I  have heard both the parties and perused the provided information.   Shri Ramesh Kumar (Principal), SSSS (Boys), Amloh has also mentioned in his communication dated 21.7.14 that the queries raised by the applicant-complainant  are not covered under section 2(f) of the Act ibid.


After hearing both the parties, I am of the view that the information whatsoever was required to be provided to the complainant stands provided.  Accordingly, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 5.8.2014


           State Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surinder Singh, Ex. Member,

Gram Panchayat, Kadiana,

P.O. Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar.                                                            
  Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Adampur Doaba,

Distt. Jalandhar.
                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1615    of 2014

Present:   Shri Balwinder Singh, authorized rep.of  complainant.

                 Shri Harmesh Singh, Panchayat Secretary  for respondent.

ORDER

Shri   Surinder  Singh, complainant, vide an RTI application dated  25.4.14     addressed to  the PIO o/o  BDPO, Adampur, Distt.  Jalandhar  sought  certain   information on  4 points  pertaining  to  Gram Panchayat  Kadiana for the period  from 8.2.14 to 15.4.14.

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  3.6.14.
        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 RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Duiring the hearing of this case today,   Shri Balwinder Singh authorized representative of the applicant-complainant  has given in writing that he has received the complete information  demanded by the applicant-complainant and is fully satisfied.   He has further requested for closure of this case.    As such, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 5.8.2014


           State Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Malkit Singh,

s/o Late Sh. Ram Saroop,

Vill Barari, P.O. Basali,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,  
Distt. Ropar.      
                                                                                    
  Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructioons(SE)

Punjab, PSEB Building,Sector 62,

Sahibzada Ajit Singh Nagar-160062. 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                         CC No. 1622    of 2014

Present:   Complainant. In person.
                Shri Madan Lal, Registrar with Ms. Nisha Rani, Sr. Asstt.  for respondent.

ORDER

Shri  Malkit  Singh, complainant, vide an RTI application dated  5.5.14     addressed to   the PIO o/o  DPI (SE),  Phase VIII, SAS Nagar, Mohali                    sought attested photo copies of personal file of his  father  late Shri Ram Sarup,  Clerk.


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  5.6.14.

        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 RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Duiring the hearing of this case today,   Shri Madan Lal, Registrar o/o DPI (SE),  Punjab handed over the demanded information to the complainant in the Commission  itself.

After perusal of the information, the Complainant has expressed  his satisfaction with the same.  Accordingly, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 5.8.2014


           State Information Commissioner

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

Shri H.S.Hundal,

H.No. 3402, Sector 71,

Sahibzada Ajit Singh Nagar.                                                                                 
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Distt. Courts Complex,

G.T.Road, Moga.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Civil Judge, (Sr. Division)

Distt. Courts Complex, Moga.                                                                             
Respondent                                                     

                                                    AC No. 1864   of 2014

Present:Appellant in person.

              Shri Rajinder Kumar, COC-cum-PIO with Shri Raj  Kumar,  Stenographer  for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri H.S.Hundal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 6.1.14, addressed to PIO o/o Distt. Courts complex, G.T. Road, Moga,  sought certain following information on 5 points:-

“1.
Certified copy of the orders of the Authority/rules/orders relating to the mode/manner/means that is being followed to accept and attest Bail Bonds in all types of bail orders and Sapurdaris of this court including specific orders to accept sureties of immovable properties and vehicles of outstations and other districts.

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

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

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

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



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


During hearing  of this case on 29.4.14,  Shri Raj Kumar, Stenographer,  District Courts,  Moga stated that first appeal dated  10.2.14 filed by the appellant was received in their office on 15.2.14.  However, since there were certain discrepancies in the same, notice was sent to the appellant on 15.2.14 through registered post to make out the deficiencies followed by reminder Memo. No. 890. dated 12.3.14.   The appellant was also informed that the date of hearing the first appeal shall be given to him as and when the deficiencies are removed.   But instead of doing so, the appellant filed second appeal  on  26.2.14.


The entire matter had been discussed in detail in the presence of Shri H.S. Hundal, appellant who agreed for remitting of his appeal  to Ms. Sanjeeta, First Appellate Authority cum  Civil Judge  (Sr.  Division), Moga.   

As such, the case of the appellant was remitted back to Ms. Sanjeeta, FAA cum Civil Judge (Senior Division),  Moga.

She was directed to decide the  appeal  dated 10.2.14  filed by the appellant in accordance with the provisions contained in the RTI Act, 2005.

She was further directed to ensure the providing of point-wise correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant free of cost in accordance with law after affording adequate opportunity, both to appellant and PIO.


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


Where the FAA was satisfied that the information provided by the PIO was as per the records and law, the First Appeal would  be disposed of.  In the event, there were any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA would direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated  6.1.14  filed under the Act ibid and after complete information as per provisions of  said Act was provided to the appellant, Ist appeal would be disposed of by passing a speaking order.


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

          It is in these circumstances that the appellant has  approached this Commission again  on 13.5.14  by filing second appeal for reopening of  appeal case no. 1067 of 2014.

During hearing of this case today, it is noted that   a communication vide letter dated  25.7.14 has been received from the appellant expressing  his full satisfaction with the provided information and requesting  for withdrawal of this case.

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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 5.8.2014


   
State Information Commissioner. 

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

Shri H.S.Hundal,

H.No. 3402, Sector 71,

Sahibzada Ajit Singh Nagar.                                                                                 
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

 Moga.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.                                                                                                                  
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1893   of 2014

Present:
Shri  H.S. Hundal, Complainant, in person.

                      None  for  respondent.



ORDER

 
Shri H.S. Hundal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.7.2013, addressed to PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner, Moga, sought certain information for the period 1.4.2008 to date, on 6 points pertaining to the service provided by the Suvidha Centre, Moga.  



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority cum Deputy Commissioner, Moga, on 30.8.13  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  9.1.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the Act, and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 13.2.2014.

                  During the hearing of the case on 13.2.2014, Shri H.S. Hundal, appellant stated that he had not received any response till that date either from the PIO or from the First Appellate Authority and that is why he had to knock  the door of the Commission in Second Appeal.   It was further noted that total  lackadaisical approach has been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing information to the appellant.   As such a show cause notice was issued to the PIO office of  D.C.  Moga  to explain as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon him for not providing the information willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till date to the  appellant though he filed an RTI Application on  22.7.2013.  

            She was afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing failing which it shall be presumed  that he had nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against her.

             She 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.   

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


She  was also directed to  file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public certifying that duly attested information whatsoever was  available in their office record pertaining to the RTI  Application made by the appellant had been made available to him and nothing has been concealed and the case was  adjourned to  4.3.2014 for further hearing.


During hearing of the case on 4.3.14, again Shri Gurinderjit Singh   appeared on behalf of  Ms  Mandeep Kaur, respondent PIO cum G.A. to D.C.Moga.   However,  no information was supplied to the appellant even till  4.3.2014.  Even Mrs. Mandeep Kaur, PCS  PIO cum GA to DC, Moga, neither appeared before the Commission nor filed any reply to show cause notice issued to her.  As such,  the case was adjourned   for further hearing.

        During  hearing of this case on 11.3.14, Shri Joginder Singh, Supdt. o/o .D.C.  Moga  handed over a set of about 200 pages to the appellant containing the information.  However, the appellant sought some time to study the same.  He was advised to file his observations, if any,  to the respondent PIO  within a period of 7 days from today who will supply the remaining information to the appellant within next 4 days free of cost under registered cover.   

            Since the perusal of letter no.847, dated 7.3.14 signed by the PIO o/o DC,  Moga  reveals that Ms. Jyoti Bala was the earlier PIO upto 9.12.13. She has also failed to provide to the appellant requisite point-wise information within a manadated period of  30 days as per provisions of Section 7(1) of the Act ibid without any reasonable cause though RTI Application was filed by the appellant on 22.7.13.  Therefore, she was also issued a show cause notice   to explain as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon him for not providing the information willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till her transfer date to the  appellant though he filed an RTI Application on  22.7.2013.  

          She was afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing failing which it would  be presumed  that she had nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would  be initiated against her.


 Ms. Mandeep Kaur, PIO cum GA to DC  Moga was also afforded a last  opportunity of being heard in support of her  contention  as she had failed to provide to the appellant the requisite information w.e.f. 15.12.13 till  11.3.14.  As such both  Ms. Jyoti Bala  (now SDM Nihalsinghwala) who was earlier posted as GA to DC, Moga  till 9.12.13 and Ms.  Mandeep Kaur, GA to DC, Moga were directed to attend the Commission on the next date of  hearing


Ms. Mandeep  Kaur would  also provide to the  Commission one spare set of  provided information, if any deficiencies are pointed out by the appellant and the case was adjourned,


During the hearing of this case on 27.3.14, Ms. Mandeep Kaur, PIO cum Asstt. Commissioner (Genl) stated that the RTI Application dated 22.7.13 was received on 5th August, 2013 and the information was supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 378, dated 2.9.2013.   First appeal filed by the appellant was also  decided on 19.9.13.  She had further stated that even the information was provided  to the appellant on different occasions  on his having raised queries. 


After hearing the PIO cum GA to D.C. Moga, it transpired that the complete information stood supplied to the appellant.   The appellant also stated that now he had received the complete information and his case may be filed.


Further after hearing both the Respondent PIOs i.e. Ms. Mandeep Kaur,  GA to DC, Moga and Ms. Jyoti Bala, SDM Nihalsinghwala, and going through written submissions filed by them,  since the Commission did not find any willful delay on their part  in providing information to the appellant.   As such, the show cause notice issued to Ms. Mandeep Kaur and Ms. Jyoti Bala  was dropped and the case was disposed of.


Now Shri H.S. Hundal, appellant has again approached this Commission by filing second appeal on 4.6.14
wherein he has stated that the information concerning point no. 5 was not provided  and the case was disposed of on 27.3.14 with an assurance by the PIO i.e. GA to DC  Moga that the information will be supplied within one week.   He has further stated that the PIO has refused to supply information on point no. 5.


During the hearing  of this case today, it is noted that a communication addressed to the appellant vide letter no. 98, dated  30.5.14  has been  received in the  Commission from Asstt. Commissioner (G) o/o DC,  Moga wherein it has been mentioned that as  per RTI Act,  the entire information has been provided to the appellant.   The appellant also stated that he shall file separate application if he required for getting any other information.


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



                            (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 5.8.2014



State Information Commissioner. 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Parkash Singh s/o Sh. Chattar Singh,

Vill Dhani Karhaka Singh 

P.O. Seed Farm Pacca,

Tehsil Abohar, Distt. Fazilka

       
                                                                                    
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka.                                                                                   
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1370 of 2014

Present:  None for Complainant.

               Shri Neeraj Sharma, Naib Tehsildar for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Parkash Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 20.3.14   addressed to  PIO cum Naib Tehsildar,  Ahobar sought 3 points  information pertaining to  issuance of Ration Cards under new Atta Dal Scheme for the period from November, 2013 in villages Seed Farm Pacca, Seed Farm Kacha, Dhani Karaka Singh,  Burz Muhar  and Burz Muhar Colony.


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 8.5.14.


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.


Shri Neeraj Kumar Sharma, Naib Tehsildar,  Abohar was informed on phone that the CC NO,  1370/14  has been fixed for hearing on 17.6.14  as RTI Application dated  20.3.14 has been filed  by Shri  Parkash Singh s/o Sh. Chattar Singh,Vill Dhani Karhaka Singh P.O. Seed Farm Pacca,Tehsil Abohar, Distt. Fazilka with the PIO cum Naib Tehsildar,  Abohar.   However, despite personal communication,  Shri  Neeraj Kumar Sharma, Naib tehsildar had not preferred to appear before the Commission nor there was any document on the record from where it could be ascertained that the information had been provided. 

 As such,  Shri Neeraj Kumar Sharma, Naib Tehsildar, Abohar was directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date of hearing with  written submissions, action taken report and record  for perusal of the same by the Commission before further proceedings in  the matter were taken.   The case was adjourned to today.


During the hearing of this case today,  Shri Neeraj Sharma, Naib Tehsildar stated that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant  vide letter dated  1.8.14.  He further stated that  exactly the same information was demanded by the complainant earlier also by filing CC  no. 1495/14 which was disposed of by the Commission on 17.6.14.


Now since the complete information stands provided and the complainat has not attended the Commission on two consecutive hearing i.,e. on  17.6.14 and today,  the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  5.8.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasvir Singh,

H.No. 36, Street No. 6, S.A.S.Nagar,

Old Tanda Road,

Hoshiarpur.      
                                                                                    
  

Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,

(SE), Hoshiarpur. 

                                                                                                       
           Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1374 of 2014

Present:   None for Complainant.

                 Shri Dalbir Singh, Dy. DEO with Shri Narinder Singh, Jr. Asstt.             for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Jasvir Singh,  complainant vide an RTI application dated  24.3.14 addressed to   PIO O/o  DEO (SE), Hoshiarpur, sought following 2 points  information i.e. 

(i) details of Diary registers  maintained in the above office during the year 2012.

(ii) Photo copies of dispatch register maintained by o/o DEO (SE)  Hoshiarpur for the period from  10.8.12 to 15.10.12.


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 8.5.14.


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 on 17.6.14, it was noted that  neither Shri Jasvir singh, complainant nor respondent PIO  O/o District Education Officer,(SE), Hoshiarpur appeared before the Commission on that date.  It was further observed that there was no communication available in the office record from where it could be ascertained as to whether the complainant had received the information or not.


As such, PIO cum Dy. Distt. Education Officer (SE),  Hoshiarpur was directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with written submissions, action taken report for perusal of the same by the Commission failing which further proceedings in the matter will be taken.


Similarly, Shri Jasvir Singh, complainant was directed to appear before the Commission either in person or to depute his authorized representative failing which it would be presumed that he had nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would  be taken.  The case was adjourned to today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Dalbir Singh, Dy. DEO assisted by  Shri Narinder Singh, Jr. Asstt. stated that the requisite information have been received personally by the complainant vide letter no. A-4/2014/13214, dated  14.7.14.  It is further noted that the complainant has also given in writing that he has received the complete information.


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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 5.8.14


   
      State Information Commissioner. 



             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nazar Singh s/o Shri  Joginder Singh,

r/o Village  Gobindgarh, P.O. Jugiana
                                                                                         Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                                  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. 1415   of 2014

Present: 
 Appellant in person
              
 Shri Joharinder Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum Law Officer and Shri Dhanwant Singh, BDPO with Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur,  Jr. Asstt. for respondents.

ORDER:



Shri Nazar Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 26.10.13, addressed to PIO o/o DRDP, Punjab,  Mohali  sought certain information on  3 points pertaining to complaint/recovery against ex-Sarpanch  Shri Nirmal Singh,  of village Gobindgarh,  Distt.  Ludhiana.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 7.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 7.4.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.  Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.

 On the last date of  hearing i.e. on  29.5.14, it was noted that a communication vide letter dated  13.5.14 had been received in the Commission  under the signatures of  Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka, PIO CUM Addl. Director, Panchayats, Punjab in which he had mentioned that same information was demanded by the appellant  in CC no. 174 of 2014 which was disposed of by the SIC on 6.3.14.  At Sr. no. 3, appellant is demanding the action taken report  of the DDPO,  Ludhiana on letter no. 4790, dated 22.8.13.   In this regard it was mentioned that the said report was received from the DDPO, Ludhiana in the office of  DRDP,  Punjab.   However, since no conclusion was arrived at by the DDPO, in his report, the same was  returned back   vide letter  dated 26.12.13.   Again this report being without any conclusion was returned back to the DDPO vide letter dated 15.1.14 and since then no report had been received from the DDPO, Ludhiana so far.


Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, appearing  for PIO o/o DRDP, Punjab stated that only two days back report have been received from DDPO,  Ludhiana and same have been putup  to DRDP,  Punjab for orders.    She further stated that as and when orders are passed by DRDP,  Punjab,  action taken report shall be supplied to appellant.



However, it was noted that no information on points no. 2 and 3 have been supplied.  Point no. 2 pertains to the BDPO, Ludhiana-2 and information on point no. 3 pertains to the action  to be taken  on  the DDPO,  Ludhiana  letter no. 4790, dated 22.8.13.    As such,  BDPO,  Ludhiana-2  and DDPO, Ludhiana were  treated as necessary parties.


  As such, the PIO office of DRDP,  Punjab was directed:-

i) to supply action taken report on point no. 3  to the appellant  within a period of 15 days free of cost under registered cover.

ii) Similarly, BDPO, Ludhiana-2 is directed to supply the necessary information to the applicant on point no. 2 which is as under:-

“attested copy of  receipt as a token of recovery made from from  ex-Sarpanch,  Nirmal Singh.”

 within  10 days under registered cover.

iii) Both  PIO office of DRDP,  Punjab and Shri Dhanwant  Singh Randhawa, BDPO,  Ludhiana-2 are directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of  hearing.


The case was Adjourned to  17.6.14 for further hearing.


On the last date of hearing of this case i.e. on 17.6.14, Shri Joharinder Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum Law Officer stated that he has brought action taken report on point no. 3 to be handed over to the appellant.   However, since the appellant was not present on that date, he was directed to send the same  to appellant  under registered cover and the copy of the postal receipt would be presented before the Commission on the next date of hearing.  He also handed over to the Commission copy of letter dated 16.6.14 pertaining to action taken report on point no. 2.


Shri Dhanwant  Singh Randhawa, BDPO,  Ludhiana-2 stated that  recovery order amounting to Rs. 8000/- has been passed against Shri Nirmal Singh Ex-Sarpanch (now Panch Gram Panchayat), Gobindgarh under provisions of  section 216 of  Punjab Panchayati Raj Act vide order dated  16.6.14, a copy of which  would be sent to the appellant for his information and further proceedings in the matter for the recovery of the said amount are being taken against Shri Nirmal Singh, Ex-Sarpanch.  


Since the appellant had requested for adjournment of this case to some other date, acceding to his request, the case was adjourned to 5.8.14 for further hearing.  


Both Shri Joharinder Singh Ahluwalia,  PIO office of DRDP,  Punjab and Shri Dhanwant  Singh Randhawa, BDPO,  Ludhiana-2 were directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of  hearing.


The appellant was also directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date of hearing failing which it would be presumed that he has nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings would be taken and the case was adjourned to today.

During hearing of this case today, it is noted that since whatsoever information was available in the office record was provided to the appellant vide letter no. 7822, dated 19.11.13 on point no. 2 and 3. and   CC no. 174/14 was disposed of on 6.3.14.  


 It is further noted that now even action taken report also stands provided to the appellant by the DDPO vide letter no. 5419, dated 24.9.13.

Therefore, as  the complete information in this case as per its availability in office record  stands provided to the appellant, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 5.8.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Amar Nath,

# 33159, Street No. 1,

Partap Nagar, Bathinda.                                                                              
  Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.
                                                                                                       
                Respondent   
                                                          CC No.  1535  of 2014

Present:

None for the complainant.

Shri Varinder Madaan, Supdt. Legal Cell, Ms. Raminder Kaur , Sr. Asstt.  for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:


Shri Amar Nath,  complainant vide an RTI application dated 24.3.2014, addressed to PIO, o/o Secretary,  Punjab School Education Board, Mohali  sought certain information on 4 points, pertaining to S.S.D. Mangat Ram, Sr. Secondary School, Sanguana Basti, Bathinda.

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 27.5.2014.

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 25.6.14, Shri Varinder Madaan, appearing on behalf of PIO cum Dy. Director Field Programme, had stated that the requisite information running into 8 pages have been sent  to the applicant-complainant vide letter no.PSEB-FE:2014/14380, dated 23.4.2014. 

He also handed over a set of provided information to the commission for its perusal and record. 

However, since applicant-complainant was not present on that date i.e. on 25.6.14,  he was afforded one last opportunity to pursue his case before the commission on the next date of hearing failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say  failing which ex-parte proceedings had to be taken.


However,  during the hearing of this case today, Respondent – PIO repeated his earlier stand that the information already stands provided, it is further noted that neither the  complainant is present nor any communication has been received from him which goes to prove that he is satisfied with the provided information.


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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:   5.8.2014


   
     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: 

Shri Avtar Singh, authorized rep. of  the appellant.


                     Shri Jitender Singh,  DDPO  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  hearing 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 have been filed by the respondent PIO  cum DDPO,  Gurdaspur as directed in para 3 of the above notice which reads 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 the information on point no. 2 had not been provided to the appellant willfully and intentionally,  without any reasonable cause.      


Therefore, 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 of this case  on 4.6.14,  it was observed that neither appellant attended the Commission nor  PIO cum District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur  attended the Commission.   So much so, even no communication was received from the Respondent – PIO as to whether information on Point no. 2 have been supplied, 

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  13.5.14 and the case was adjourned to 19.6.14 for further hearing.


During hearing held on 19.6.14,  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.


 On the last date of hearing i.e. on 19.6.14, 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 have now been 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 today  for further hearing.


During hearing of this case today,  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 is incorrect as ex-post facto approval  for medical bills of the retired Accountants is never accorded by the Civil Surgeon to whom the letter has 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 has been transferred to the Headquarter.  He will personally ensure the providing of correct information on point no. 2 as it pertains to his tenure as PIO cum DDPO,  Gurdaspur.

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


Shri Jaswinderjit Singh, DDPO, Gurdaspur shall also ensure the providing of  correct and complete information to the appellant on point no. 2.  He will also attend the Commission personally on the next date of hearing with a copy of the provided information.


Adjourned to  10.9.14 at 11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  5.8.14                   


     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

              i)Shri Jaswinderjit Singh 
              PIO  cum District Development  

              & Panchayat   Officer                               (REGISTERED)

 Gurdaspur.  
              ii)Shri Jitender Singh Brar                        (REGISTERED)

   District Dev. & Panchayat Officer

   (Headquarters)

   SAS  Nagar,  Mohali.      
For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  5.8.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

