                                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaspreet Singh,

# 3572, New Tagore Nagar, 

Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.                                                            Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali

First Appellate Authority, 

The Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali                                                         Respondent   
                                                      AC No.1074    of 2014
Present: 
Shri  Harpal Singh, representative of Shri Jaspreet Singh appellant.



None for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:


Shri Jaspreet Singh, appellant vide an RTI application dated 17.10.2013,  addressed to  The PIO o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab Mohali sought certain information on 5 points pertaining to the Counseling of E.T.T. teachers held on 24.6.2006 at Ludhiana. The enquiry of which have been given to A.D.C. Moga for report. 


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 Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab vide letter dated 2.1.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 3.3.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, it is noted that certain information have been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 3078 dated 10.12.2013 and letter No. 1591 dated 23.1.2014, reveals that in col. No. 5 it has been recorded that the information shall be made available after tracing the office record. However, no information have been supplied to the appellant so far.


PIO o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali neither attend the commission today not provide any information to the appellant despite of the facts that the RTI application was filed by him on 17.10.2013 and first appeal with the first appellate authority on 2.1.2014.  .

Similarly, during hearing,  Shri  Harpal Singh, representative of Shri Jaspreet Singh appellant, stated that  the version of the respondent PIO o/o DRDP Pb. that he has supplied the information to the appellant vide letter no. 3078 dated 10.12.2013 and letter no. 1591 dated 23.1.2014, is totally mis-leading, baseless and unethical  and no information have been provided so far. He also brought the attention of the commission to the supplied information on point no. 2; where it has been mentioned that the questions are not answered. 

It is further noted that neither the PIO nor any one on his behalf appeared today, in the commission and even no reasoning have been given by any one  for not providing of   information. 

In view of these facts, since a total lackadaisical approach has been adopted by the respondent PIO o/o DRDP, Pb. in providing the correct, complete duly attested information to the appellant as per the provisions of section 7(1) of the act ibid  and an  inordinate delay has been caused by the respondent PIO in providing correct, complete and duly attested information to th e appellant willfully and intentionally without any reasonable cause, 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 J.P. Singh  PIO cum Deputy Director, Education. o/o D.R.D.P. Pb., 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 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 J.P. Singh  PIO cum Deputy Director, Education. o/o D.R.D.P. Pb., 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 J.P. Singh  PIO cum Deputy Director, Education. o/o D.R.D.P. Pb. is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with a copy of provided information and complete records, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

In the meantime, Shri J.P. Singh  PIO cum Deputy Director, Education. o/o D.R.D.P. Pb. is directed again to provide the applicant point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 17.10.2013 and to 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. 
He is also directed to file an affidavit duly attested by Magistrate/Notary Public, certifying therein that information as demanded by the appellant in respect of his RTI application dated 17.10.2013, has been supplied  to him  as per the record and nothing have been concealed therefrom.

Adjourned to  3.6.2014 at 11.00 A.M.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated 7.5.2014


   
           State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to: 


Shri J.P. Singh  PIO cum 



(Registered)
Deputy Director, Education. 

     o/o The Director Rural Development & 

    Panchayats, Punjab,  Sector 62,Mohali.

· for strict compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated 7.5.2014


   
         State Information Commissioner. 

                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurnam Singh/Janga Ram. 

Ex-Sarpanch, s/o  Sh. Sadhu Ram,

Vill. Kheri Gujran,

P.O. & Tehsil Dera Bassi,
Distt. S.A.S.Nagar,                                                                      
           Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director, Rural Development 

And Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.                                                                                           Respondent

                                                          CC No. 583   of 2014

Present:

Shri Gurnam Singh, complainant in person;

Shri Gurminder Singh Sarao, Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, Mohali for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Gurnam Singh complainant vide an RTI application dated  4.12.2013 addressed to the Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali  sought the copy of the enquiry report marked by the D.R.D.P. Pb to the D.D.P.O. Mohali vide letter no. 7375, dated 31.10.2013.


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 6.2.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. and notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 3.4.2014.


On the last date of hearing i.e. 3.4.2014, Smt. Pushpa Rani appearing on behalf of PIO cum Additional Director Panchayats Shri Pardeep  Kalke, stated that no enquiry report has been received by the o/o D.R.D.P. Pb. from the D.D.P.O. Mohali so far. 


Since no information was stated to have been supplied to the applicant complaint. Shri Gurminder Singh Sarao, Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, Mohali, was directed to appear personally on the next fixed date, with written submissions, action taken report and record for the perusal of the same by the commission before the penalty provision under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 were considered to be invoked against him.


Shri Pardeep Kalke, PIO  cum Additional Director Panchayats, o/o D.R.D.P. Pb. Mohali was also directed to attend the commission either in person  or to depute the APIO  with written submissions and action taken report  and record on the next  fixed date. The case was adjourned to 7.5.2014 at 11.00 A.M.


During the hearing of this case,  today, Shri Gurminder Singh Sarao, Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, Mohali, stated  that he, as well as BDPO Derabassi, were quite busy  during the past one month, due to the Lok Sabha Elections and shall be busy till counting on 16th May, 2014 and  requested   for an adjournment to some other date for  hearing so that  he could produce before the commission entire record pertaining to the information sought by the complainant alongwith action taken report. 

In view of above submission made by the DDPO Mohali, the case is adjourned to 29.5.2014 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:07.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

1. Shri Gurminder Singh Sarao,                                    (Registered)

         Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer,


   Mohali.

-
   for necessary action.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:07.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S.Hundal,

# 3402, Sector 71,

 Mohali.
                                                                                                  Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy commissioner,

Moga.                                                                                                           Respondent   

                                                      AC No. 956   of 2014

Present:
None for the appellant.


Ms. Anju Bala, Tehsildar Elections o/o D.C.Moga for respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri H.S. Hundal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30.11.2013, addressed to PIO o/o Chief Electoral Officer, Punjab, Chandigarh, sought certain information on  8 points, pertaining to the complaint dated 15.7.2013, sent by him.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority o/o D.C. Moga  vide letter dated 3.1.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 11.2.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.4.2014.

On the last date of hearing, it was noted that RTI application filed by the appellant on 30.11.2013, to the PIO o/o  Chief Electoral Officer, Punjab, Chandigarh, was transferred by him to the Deputy Commissioner –cum- District Election Officer, Moga, under the provisions of section 6(3) of  the RTI act, 2005 for providing the information directly to the appellant , a copy of the said letter was also endorsed to the appellant for obtaining the information directly from the respondent PIO.


 Ms. Anju Bala, Tehsildar Elections o/o D.C.Moga stated that since first appeal stated to have been  filed by the appellant was never received in the office of D.C.Moga so PIO o/o D.C. Moga only came to know about the RTI information sought by the appellant after the receipt of notice dated 12.3.2014 of the commission. Therefore the amount of Rs. 58/- as additional fee/document charges was demanded well in time  from the appellant vide letter no. 6631, dated 17.12.2013. However, since no additional fee had been deposited by the appellant so far, no information had been sent. However, she had brought the complete information to the commission, for being handed over to the appellant.

It was further noted that  a communication dated 15.4.2014 has been received in the commission duly addressed by the appellant seeking adjournment due to his being bed-ridden.

As such, respondent PIO was directed to send to the appellant point wise complete correct and duly attested   information  within a period of 7 days under registered cover and the case was adjourned to 7.5.2014 for further hearing.

During the hearing of this case, today,  Ms. Anju Bala, Election Tehsildar, Moga o/o D.C.Moga stated that the complete point wise information have already been sent to the appellant vide letter no. Elec-2014/4211, dated 29.4.2014, under registered cover. She also handed over to the commission the complete set of provided information alongwith copy of  registered postal receipt for its perusal and record.
Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate, also confirms on phone about having received  complete information as demanded by him. 

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







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:07.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Deepak Kumar 

s/o Shri Ashok Kumar

# 504, Near Lal Hospital

Yasin Road, Amritsar.






Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education) Punjab,

PSEB Complex, Sector 62, 

Mohali

First Appellate Authority, 

Director, Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education) Punjab,

PSEB Complex, Sector 62, 

Mohali                                                                                                             Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 599   of 2014

Present: 
None for the appellant.

Shri  Ashok Kumar, PIO cum Supdt. , Shri Janak Raj. o/o D.E.O (SE) Gurdaspur  and Shri Subhash Chawla, Estt. Officer, o/o DPI (SE) Mohali, for respondents.

ORDER:



Shri Deepak Kumar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 1.6.13 , addressed to PIO  o/o DPI (SE), Punjab, Mohali  sought certain information on  6  points pertaining to the general transfers held during the year 2010-11. 



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  12.7.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act ibid  and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  27.1.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the  said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.3.2014.


During  hearing on 25.3.2014,  Shri Ravinder Singh, Clerk  appearing on behalf of  Shri Subhash Chawla, PIO  O/O  DPI (SE), Punjab, SAS Nagar (Mohali)  stated that the RTI application had been transferred to the DEO (SE)  Gurdaspur under provisions of  Section 6(3)(ii)(i) of the said Act vide letter dated  26.8.13  for providing information to him directly.  A copy of the said letter was also endorsed to the appellant for his information.   


It was thus noted that despite lapse of over a period of more than 10 months no information had been supplied by the PIO o/o  DEO (SE),  Gurdaspur. As such this kind of  lackadaisical  attitude on the part of  respondent  PIO was obviously against the very spirit of the RTI  Act. 

The Commission issued  a show cause notice  to the DEO (SE), Gurdaspur and    PIO  cum Dy. DEO (SE) Gurdaspur  under  the provisions of Section 20(1)  of the said Act to explain in writing by filing separate  affidavit as to why a penalty @  Rs. 250/-  per day be not imposed on them subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/-  for willful delaying and denying the information to the appellant without any reasonable cause.   It was further made clear that failing to file the written submissions in the shape of  affidavits  further   disciplinary  proceedings under the  provisions of  Section 20 (2) of the said Act  would  be recommended against them  to the govt. 

        In addition to the written reply to be given in the shape of  affidavits, the DEO (SE) Gurdaspur and Dy. DEO (SE), Gurdaspur were also given an opportunity u/s 20 (1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next fixed date.   They may  take note that in case they did not file their  written submissions  and also not avail themselves  of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it would be presumed that they had nothing to say and the Commission would proceed to take further proceeding against them  ex-parte.

        They were  further directed to ensure  personal  presence on the next fixed date  and also to  provide to the Commission one spare set of information sent to the appellant. 

           Shri Subhash Chawla, PIO   o/o  DPI (SE), Punjab, Mohali  was  also  directed to ensure that the correct, complete and duly attested information was provided to the appellant by the  concerned PIO and the DEO (SE), Gurdaspur being  the Head of the Office.  The case was adjourned to 15.4.14 for further hearing.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 15.4.2014, Shri Ashok  Kumar, PIO cum Supdt. o/o D.E.O (SE) Gurdaspur  stated that the requisite information had already been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 3548-50 dated 10.4.2014 under registered cover. However, the appellant had sent an e-mail today, seeking adjournment due to health reasons. He had also informed that he had not received any information. 

As such Shri Ashok Kumar, PIO cum  Supdt. o/o  DEO (SE) Gurdaspur was directed to send to the appellant point wise complete correct and duly attested information once again under registered cover. 

The appellant was also directed to attend the commission personally or through his representative on the next date of hearing failing which it would be presumed that he had nothing to say and his case would be heard and decided in his absence.


Shri Ashok Kumar, PIO cum Supdt. o/o DEO (SE) Gurdaspur would also attend the commission on next fixed date. The case was adjourned to 7.5.2014 for further proceedings.
During the hearing of this case today, Shri Subhash Chander, Administative Officer, states that he has already supplied the information to the party vide letter No. Estt. -2014/A8-35096-99 dated 7.4.2014, under registered cover. Shri Deepak  Kumar, applicant – appellant, also confirmed  on Phone that he has received complete information.

 In view of above facts the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh                                                                        (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 07.5.2014

 

            State Information Commissioner. 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mandeep Singh Mann,

Distt. President International 

Human Rights Organisation,

Opp. Sales Tax Office,

New Courts Road, Mansa.
                                                           Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (E.E.)

Mansa.

First Appellate Authority, 

 O/o Director Public Instructions, (EE)

Punjab, Mohali                                                                                 

                                                                                               Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1084   of 2014

Present:  Appellant in person.

                Shri Balbir Kumar, Supdt. for the respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Mandeep Singh Mann,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28.5.13 , addressed to PIO cum DEO (Primary), Mansa sought certain information on  5 points pertaining to the recruitment of  Fellow Teachers in the district of  Moga during the year  2008. 


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  1.8.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 3.3.14  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, it is observed that the requisite information has already been supplied by the DEO (EE) Mansa  vide letter dated  28.6.13.   A perusal of the provided information further reveals that the same is in accordance with the RTI Application dated 28.5.13.


Thus, since the information as was available in the office of PIO cum DEO (EE) Mansa stands supplied to the appellant, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated 7.5.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                                              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Singh s/o 

Sh. Darshan Singh,

Vill. Talwandi Nahar 

P.O. Mohan Bhandari,

Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.           



Appellant
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Ajnala.

First Appellate Authority, 

Distt.  Development & Panchayats Officer,

Amritsar 









Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1086   of 2014

Present:   Appellant in person,

ORDER:


Shri Surinder Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  22.8.13 , addressed to PIO o/o  BDPO, Block  Ajnala,  sought income and expenditure details of Gram Panchayat Talwandi Nahar, Tehsil  Ajnala  pertaining to the land measuring 3 kanals and 10 marlas of   Maria (Jatan) due to its auction.


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 26.12.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   3.3.14 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, it is noted that Shri Surinder Singh, appellant has received information from Shri  Om Parkash, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat  Talwandi Nahar, Tehsil Ajanala, Distt.  Amritsar on 28.1.14 under his signatures, and copy of this letter has also been received in the Commission for its perusal and record.


After perusing the provided information and discussing the same, vis-à-vis RTI  Application, it is observed that the same is not in accordance with RTI Application dated  22.8.13 filed by the appellant.


Similarly, First Appellate Authority cum BDPO  Ajnala has not decided at all the first appeal dated  26.12.13.   It is further  noted that since the officers were busy in the past in connection with Lok Sabha Elections, therefore,  one more opportunity is given to Mrs. Shukla Devi, BDPO, Ajnala  to ensure that point-wise complete, correct and duly attested information is supplied by the BDPO under her signatures to the appellant within a period of 10 days free of cost under registered cover.


Both Mrs. Shukla Devi, BDPO,  Ajnala and Shri Om Parkash, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat  Talwandi Nahar, Block Ajnala shall be present on the next date of hearing.


Both Mrs. Shukla Devi, BDPO,  Ajnala and Shri Om Parkash, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat  Talwandi Nahar, Block Ajnala shall  also file an affidavit duly attested by the  Magistrate/Notary Public certifying therein that the complete information based on its record has been supplied to the appellant as per his RTI  Application and nothing has been concealed.


Adjourned to 29.5.2014 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated 7.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i) Mrs. Shukla Devi, BDPO,                                 (REGISTERED)
        Tehsil Ajnala, Distt.  Amritsar.

ii)  Shri Om Parkash,
         Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat         (REGISTERED
         Talwandi Nahar, Block Ajnala

          Distt.  Amritsar.

For necessary action.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated 7.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri B.D.Gandhi 

# 760, Sector 4, 

Panchkula-134112                                                                                  Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions

(SE) Punjab, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Director Public Instructions

(SE) Punjab, Mohali                                                                               Respondent 
                                                      AC No. 1089   of 2014
Present: 
  None for the appellant.

             
 Shri Santokh Singh, Sr. Asstt. for respondent.

ORDER:
              Shri  B.D. Gandhi, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28.12.11 addressed to PIO cum DPI (SE), Punjab  sought certain information on  11 points. 

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 11.3.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   28.2.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri  Santokh Singh, APIO cum Sr. Assistant stated before the Commission that complete information has been provided to the appellant vide letter dated  28.4.14 under registered cover.  He also handed over to the Commission one set of provided information for its perusal and record.


Shri B.D. Gandhi, appellant also confirmed on phone when contacted by the APIO, Shri  Santokh Singh that he has received the complete information to his satisfaction.


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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated 7.5.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 
                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gaganeshwar Walia,

Advocate, s/o Sh. R.S.Ahluwalia,

# 359, AOT, Complex,

Sector 48-A, Chandigarh






Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Direcor of Public Instructions 

Punjab, (S.E) Sector 62, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Direcor of Public Instructions 

Punjab, (S.E) Sector 62, Mohali.           


    Respondent
                                                      AC No. 1107/2014
Present:  
 None for appellant.

                
 Shri Subhash Chander, Estt. Officer and Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Sr. Asstt.

               
 For respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Gaganeshwar walia,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28.11.13  , addressed to PIO o/o DPI  (SE), Punjab  sought certain information on   16 points. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 30.12.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   5.3.14 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  Subhash Chander, Estt. Officer appearing on behalf of respondent  stated that the requisite information whatsoever was available  in the office record of the DPI (SE) Punjab have been supplied to the appellant vide letter dated  28.4.14 under registered cover.  He also handed over copy of the provided information and copy of the registered postal receipt to the Commission for its perusal and record.


It is noted that the information as per office record stands supplied to the appellant and the information which pertain to the other subordinate offices has been indicated which appellant can obtain from there.


It is further noted that neither the appellant or his representative attended the Commission despite due notice nor  any communication  has been received from him.


As such since the information as stated above, stands supplied to the appellant as per office record of the DPI (SE), Punjab, the case is disposed of.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated 7.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

 Shri Sukhdev Singh, s/o  Sh. Banta Singh

Vill.Dhupsari, PO Govt. Polytechnic 

College, Batala  Distt. Gurdaspur.                                                                     

Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director, Public Instructions,

Punjab(SE) PSEB Complex,

Sector 62, Mohali.                                                                                           Respondent

                                                          CC No. 572    of 2014

Present:      Shri Sukhdev Singh, complainant in person.


         Shri Ramesh Kumar, Dy. Director  o/o DPI (SE), Punjab.


ORDER:


Shri Sukhdev Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 18.12.2013 addressed to   the PIO o/o The Director Public Instructions,(SE), Pb. Mohali sought photocopies of appointment letters / certificates of 70 candidates out of 271 candidates selected against whom the enquiry has been conducted as a result  of 849 posts of PTIs advertised in the year 2006. 


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 on13.3.2014.


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


On the last date of hearing i.e. 3.4.14, Shri Sukhdev Singh complainant had stated that he had not received any information. As such Shri Ramesh Aggarwal, Deputy Director, School Administration, O/O D.P.I. Punjab, Mohali, was directed to appear personally on the next date of hearing, with written submissions, action taken report and record for the perusal of the same by the commission before the penalty provision under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 is considered to be invoked against him and the case was adjourned to today.


During hearing of this case today, it is noted that complete requisite information as demanded  by the complainant has been supplied to him vide Memo. dated  6.5.14.


Shri Ramesh  Kumar, Dy. Director (School Admn.) also handed over a copy of the  supplied information to the Commission  for its perusal and record.


Now, since the complete information in this case stands supplied, the case is disposed of.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 7.5.2014


   
         State Information Commissioner. 

                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

 Shri Sukhdev Singh, s/o  Sh. Banta Singh

Vill.Dhupsari, PO Govt. Polytechnic 

College, Batala  Distt. Gurdaspur





Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Education Officer,

(SE) Gurdaspur.                                                                                   Respondent

                                                          CC No. 574    of 2014

Present:

Shri Sukhdev Singh, complainant in person.

Shri Mustak Masih, Principal o/o  Methodist Co-Education Sr. Sec. School Batala for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Sukhdev Singh complainant vide an RTI application dated19.10.2013   addressed to PIO, o/o Distt. Education Officer (SE) Gurdaspur, sought action taken report on his letter dated 5.10.2013, sent against Methodist Co-Educational Sr. Sec. School, Batala.


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 6.2.2014.


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


On the last date of hearing  i.e. 3.4.14, it was noted that neither any information had been provided by the PIO cum Administrative Officer, o/o D.E.O. (SE) Gurdaspur to the complainant nor anyone attended the commission today on his behalf.

It was thus observed that total lackadaisical approach had been adopted by the respondent PIO, in providing the information to the appellant which is against the very spirit of RTI Act, 2005. AS such, PIO cum Administrative   Officer, o/o DEO (S.E.) Gurdaspur,  had  failed to provide the information to the appellant willfully and intentionally without any reasonable cause.  

        A show cause notice was issued to the PIO cum Administrative Officer o/o Distt. Education Officer, (S.E.) Gurdaspur to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit 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 complainant as per provision contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act,2005.

         In addition to the written reply to be given in the shape of an affidavit,  PIO cum Admn. Officer, Distt. Education Officer, (SE) Gurdaspur was 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 did not file his written reply and did not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it wouldl be presumed that he had nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 

 PIO cum Administrative Officer o/o  District Education Officer, (SE) Gurdaspur, was further directed to attend the commission on the next date of hearing with written submissions, action taken report and record for the perusal of the same by the commission before the penalty provision of section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 is considered to be invoked against him and the case was adjourned to today.


During  hearing of this case  today,  Shri Mustak Masih, Principal, Methodist Co-Education Sr. Sec. School Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur stated before the Commission that since their school is purely a private school so it does not cover under the provisions of  Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005, as it is not getting any kind of aid or grant from the Govt. sources.  He also handed over to the Commission copy of order dated 5.5.14 passed by  Hon’ble High Court of Punjab & Haryana in CWP no. 8374 of 2014 in a case, “Methodist co-educational Senior Secondary School  Vs.  State Information Commission and others”  which reads as under:-

“Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the case of the petitioner is squarely covered by the decision of LPA No. 1174 of 2011 (Punjab Cricket Association Vs. State Information Commission, Punjab and another) decided on 12.12.2013.

        Notice of motion for 5.9.2014.

        Meanwhile, operation of impugned order (Annexure P-6) shall remain stayed,”

In view of above order of  High Court, this case is closed meanwhile.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 7.5.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

                                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
 Shri Khazan Chand

H.No. 1036, Ward No. 7, 

Back side Bablu Tent House,                                                                        

Gandhi Camp, Batala, 
Distt. Gurdaspur.




                                   Complainant.

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director, Public Instructions,

Punjab(SE) PSEB Complex,

Sector 62, Mohali







Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 575   of 2014

Present:

Shri Khazan Singh, complainant in person.




Shri Ramesh Kumar, Dy. Director o/o DPI(SE) Pb. 

ORDER:


Shri Khazan Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 18.12.2013 addressed to   the PIO o/o The Director Public Instructions,(SE), Pb. Mohali sought photocopies of appointment letters / certificates of 70 candidates out of 271 candidates selected against whom the enquiry has been conducted as a result  of 849 posts of PTIs advertised in the year 2006. 


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 6.2.2014.


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


On the last date of hearing i.e. 3.4.14, Shri Khazan Singh complainant has stated that he had not received any information. As such Shri Ramesh Aggarwal, Deputy Director, School Administration, O/O D.P.I. Punjab, Mohali, was directed to appear personally on the next date of hearing, with written submissions, action taken report and record for the perusal of the same by the commission before the penalty provision under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 is considered to be invoked against him and the case was adjourned to today.


During hearing of this case today, it is noted that complete requisite information as demanded  by the complainant has been supplied to him vide Memo. dated  6.5.14.


Shri Ramesh  Kumar, Dy. Director (School Admn.) also handed over a copy of the  supplied information to the Commission  for its perusal and record.


Now, since the complete information in this case stands supplied, the case is disposed of.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 7.5..2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

                                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Baljinder Pal Singh, 

s/o Shri Manohar Singh,

#232/1, Mohalla Sukhdaspura, 

Near B Tank, Patiala-147001.                                        
      Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali.                                          
       Respondent

                                                          CC No. 851    of 2014
Present: 
 Complainant in person.

              
 Shri Y.K. Kapoor, Dy. Controller, for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri  Baljinder Pal Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  29.10.13  addressed to PIO cum DRDP, Punjab  sought certain information on 4 points pertaining to the grant of pension to the employees of Panchayat Samiti/zila Parishad.


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  6.3.14


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


During hearing of this case today, it is noted that complete information except the information on Point no. 3 has been supplied to the complainant vide letter no. 1930, dated 2.12.13, a copy of which has also been received in the Commission for its perusal and record.    However, Shri Y.K. Kapoor, Dy. Controller stated that information on Point no. 3 since only pertains to the option given bv the 7 retirees at the time of grant of pension to them  and the complainant has demanded copy of the options given by them, the same would also be supplied today.


As such, the case is adjourned to 3.00 PM today for further hearing.


At  3.30 M, the respondent PIO Shri Y.K. Kapoor, Dy. Controller (F&A) handed over to the Commission copy of letter dated  7.5.14 addressed to  the complainant vide which the remaining information has also been supplied.  

  
I have perused the provided information and convinced that complete information as per records stands supplied now.


Case is therefore, closed/disposed of.      

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 7.5.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amandeep Singh

s/o Sh. Major Singh

vill. Haripur p.o. Dhandian

Tehsil Zira, Distt. Ferozepur.                                                                         

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.                                                                                                          

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.1094    of 2014

Present:    Shri Avtar S.  Khinda, advocate for the applicant.

                 HC  Iqbal Singh and HC  Nek Chand for the respondents.

ORDER:


Shri Amandeep Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated nil , addressed to  Sr. Supdt. of  Police, Moga  sought the following information on 3 points:-

The applicant also applied for the post of Constable (Men) vide Form no. 7499 having  Roll no. 3125 but he was not selected.  Therefore following information be supplied:-

“1.Copy of complete comparative merit list of the Constables (Men) alongwith  numbers procured by the candidates, recruited in Distt.  Moga vide advertisement dated 29.9.2011 in Daily Ajit newspaper.

2.That the complete Merit List of applicant namely Amandeep Singh alongwith detail numbers.

3.That how many persons have been recruited as a Constable (Men) from District 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 vide letter dated  23.9.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  17.1.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, it is noted that SSP, Moga had supplied to Shri  Amandeep Singh s/o Shri Major Singh, vill. Haripur PO  Dhandian, Tehsil  Zira,  Distt.  Ferozepur only  the marks obtained by him in physical test, educational qualifications and in interview, whereas, copy of comparative merit list  of Constables (Men) selected as per advertisement dated 29.9.11  with  marks obtained by them, as per further distribution made by Department have not  been supplied.

i)It is thus  noted no point-wise information as demanded by appellant have not been provided to appellant in an era of transparency, when right to information have been held as fundamental right.   

ii)A society which adopts openness as a value of overarching significance not only permits its citizens a wise range of  freedom of  expression, it also goes further in actually opening up the deliberative process of the Government itself to the sunlight of public scrutiny.

iii)
As such, one more opportunity is given to Dr. S. Bhoopati, IPS, PIO cum SSP Moga  to ensure that the point-wise, correct, complete and duly attested  is supplied by him to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of  10 days.

           It is further made clear  that failing to provide demanded information to appellant could attract the  provisions of  Section 20(1) of the Act ibid.


PIO cum  SSP, Moga is further directed to depute APIO, on the next date of hearing with one spare set of the provided information for the perusal of the same by the Commission.

            Adjourned to  27.5.2014 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated 7.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

Dr. S.  Bhoopati, IPS                                          (REGISTERED)

Sr.  Superintendent of  Police

Moga.

For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated 7.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

