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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Varinder Singh, 
Shop No. 367, Akal Market, 
Chaura Bazar, Ludhiana, Pb.                                                      Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.                                                               Respondent

                                        CC No. 1390  of 2012

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Mrs.Bhupinder Kaur Sodhi, APIO-cum-Supdt. along with Sh.Bhagwan Singh, SA, O/o DPI(SE), Punjab - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 14.3.12, addressed to PIO, Office of Education Minister, Punjab, sought certain information on seven points in respect of grant given by Punjab Government to Govt. aided schools. PIO Department of Education, (Education-3 Branch), Government of Punjab, vide letter dated 18.4.12 transferred the original RTI application of the complainant to Deputy Director (Private Aided Schools), O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, Chandigarh under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to provide the sought information directly to the Complainant. 
Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received on 22.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Mrs.Bhupinder Kaur Sodhi, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, appearing on behalf of the respondent-PIO states that the requisite information has been sent to the Complainant vide letter dated 30.7.12.  The provided information to the Complainant has been perused, and it is observed that the provided information is highly incomplete and mis-leading.  
1. Sh.J.P.Singh, Deputy Director, Private Aided Schools, O/o DPI (SE), Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh is, therefore, directed to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant free of cost under registered cover within a period of seven days.
2.  Sh.J.P.Singh, Deputy Director, Private Aided Schools, O/o DPI (SE), Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh is also directed to explain in writing by filing self attested affidavit the reasons of delay and as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information. 
3. He shall be personally present on the next date of hearing with one spare copy  of the supplied information to the Commission for its record.
Adjourned to 27.8.12 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:9.8.12.                                                   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt.   Ramnik Bhatia,

w/o Kanwaljit Singh,

# 2988, Old Gate, 

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. Amritsar.                   



Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Civil Supplies & 

Consumer Affairs, Controller,

 Hoshiarpur.                                  


Respondent

CC No. 1401  of 2012

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Sh.Sucha Ram, FSO, Hoshiarpur along with Sh.Pritpal Singh, Clerk, O/0 DFSC, Hoshiarpur - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Smt.   Ramnik Bhatia, Complainant vide his RTI application dated 4.4.12, addressed to DFSC, Hoshiarpur sought information regarding payment of GP fund and action taken on medical bills of Mrs.Sunita Bhatia, retired as Junior Auditor on 30.4.2010 and expired on 20.9.2010. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed a complaint with the Commission, received on 22.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Respondent-PIO has been heard.  He states that the requisite information sought by the Complainant has already been sent to her vide letter No.BC-2012/2198 dated 30.4.12. He also delivers a copy of the provided information to the Commission for perusal and record.  Perusal of the same reveals that correct information stands provided to the Complainant.  Therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:9.8.12.                                                   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
 SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Satish Kumar Sobti,

292, Vill. Kanchera, 

P.O. Partap Nagar-140125                                                                ..Complainant
Nangal Dam, Distt. Ropar.

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, 
Govt. Senior Secondary School,

(Boys), Nangal-140124 .                                                                     ..Respondent

  CC No. 1403  of 2012
Present:
None.
ORDER


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 03.02.12, addressed to the Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School (Boys), Nangal sought certain information on eight points relating to medical reimbursement bill in respect of Smt.Meena Bedi, Retired Math Mistress. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received on 22.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


The case file has been perused.  Written submissions have been received in the Commission from Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School (Boys), Nangal that they have reached a compromise with Sh.Satish Kumar Sobti.  The Principal of the School has also enclosed a copy of the request dated 28.5.12 wherein it has been confirmed by the Complainant Sh.Satish Kumar Sobti that the information required has been furnished to him and he is not interested to pursue the case further, the same may be disposed of accordingly. Sh.Satish Kumar Sobti, has also confirmed telephonically that he does not want to pursue this case further.

In view of the above, since the sought information stands provided, the case is dispose of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:9.8.12.                                                   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Balvinder Singh Bal, 

s/o Late Shri Piara Singh 
r/o 60/75, Garden Colony, 
Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar city-3.                                                                      Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Food Supplies & 

Consumer Affairs, Punjab, 

Jeevan Deep Building, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh.                                                              Respondent

CC No. 1408  of 2012

Present:

Shri   Balvinder Singh Bal, Complainant, in person.

Shri Sarvjit Singh, ADO O/o Director, Food & Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs, Punjab; Sh.Talwinder Singh Chopra, DFC, Jalandhar; Sh.Sukhraj Singh, Clerk, Sh.Sucha Ram, FSO, Hoshiarpur and Sh.Pritpal Singh, Clerk, O/o DFSC Hoshiarpur - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 21.2.12, addressed to PIO, Office of Director, Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh, sought certified copies of record regarding deduction, sanction and payment of GPF A/c No.PB.8232 pertaining to the period he served as Inspector, Food & Civil Supplies from June, 1977 to 1991. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received on 22.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Both the parties have been heard.  It is observed that the requisite RTI information has been sent to the Complainant vide letter dated 26.3.12, 17.4.12 and 19.7.12.  The provided information has been perused.  Remaining information has also been provided to the Complainant in the Commission itself.  The Complainant has shown full satisfaction with the provided information.  Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:9.8.12.                                                   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Sandip Kumar,

#1-173, Dhiman Street,

V & P O Babyal,

Ambala-133005                                                                      Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.                                                               Respondent

                                  CC No. 1417  of 2012
 Present:
None for the Complainant.

Sh.Madan Lal, Establishment Officer along with Ms.Bhupinder Kaur, SA, O/o DPI(S), Punjab, Chandigarh -on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 19.3.12, addressed to DPI(SE), Punjab, Chandigarh, sought information on 21 points along with photo copies of certain documents in respect of Mr.Manjit Singh, Registrar, Mr.Varinder Jain and Mr.Subhash Chand, Supdt. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 23.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

Sh.Madan Lal, Establishment Officer appearing on behalf of Respondent-PIO states that the Complainant Sh. Sandip Kumar has sought personal information in respect of Mr.Manjit Singh, Registrar, Sh.Varinder Jain, Clerk s/o Late Smt.Prem Lata Gupta, Sh.Subhash Chander, Supdt Services-I.  The concerned persons have given in writing not to provide their personal information to the Complainant. He has also brought out that a dispute is going on of Mr.Varinder Jain, Clerk with his father and his father is requisitioning information under the garb of different names.  He has further brought out that whosoever goes to attend the hearing before the Commission, next time he demands his information.  He has also quoted an instance of CC No.3429 of 2011 and produced a copy of orders passed by the Division Bench consisting of Mr.Harinder Pal Singh Mann and Mrs.Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioners wherein the information on 15 points was sought under the name of Sh.Anil Kumar S/o Sh.Asha Gir vide RTI application dated 22.9.2011 in respect of Mr.Ravindr Jain and Manjit Singh.  In that case it was observed that the information asked for by the complainant relates to third party and no public interest was involved in asking for such information by the complainant. Moreover, the third party had denied disclosing his information to the complainant.   As such, the Division Bench observed that action of the respondent-department in not disclosing the information of the third party to the complainant cannot be faulted with.  The Division Bench also brought on record that  such  tendency of the complainants to  settling a score   out of a vendetta with their opponents by means of RTI Act need to be curbed.  The RTI Act is meant only to bring transparency and accountability in the departments of Public Authority and not to settle personal disputes of the parties.  


The Complainant is not present today.  He is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.  He is also directed to file written submissions as to whether he had sought same RTI information in respect of Mr.Manjit Singh and Varinder Jain earlier also from the DPI Punjab and simultaneously had filed Complaint with the Commission.  In the event of his failure it shall be presumed that he is nothing to say and the case shall be disposed of and closed.  

PIO, O/O DPI, Sh.Subhash Chawla, Superintendent (Services-I) Branch, shall also be present on the next date of hearing with record of such RTI applications earlier submitted by the Complainant where same information was sought and shall file written submissions stating the reasons for not providing the information to the Complainant which can be easily provided on the basis of official record.


Adjourned to 27.8.12 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:9.8.12.                                                   State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
Sh.Subhash Chawla, 

PIO-cum-Superintendent (Services-I) Branch,

O/o Director, Public Instructions, Punjab,

 Punjab School Education Board Building,

 Sector – 62,

Mohali 

- for compliance.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Kapil Dev

s/o Shri Ambika Dutt,

Mohalla Malkana,

Kapurthala.                                                                              Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary to

Govt. of Punjab,

Chandigarh-160001.                                                               Respondent

CC No. 1424  of 2012

Present:
Shri   Kapil Dev, Complainant, in person.

Shri Nirmal Singh, SA-cum-APIO, O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab;

                    Sh.Pawan Kumar, Sadar Kango along with Sh.Gurprit Singh, Naib Kango – on behalf of DC Kapurthala.

ORDER


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 16.3.12, addressed to the Chief Secretary, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh sought information regarding action taken on the application filed by Kapil Dev son of Sh.Ambika Dutt, marked by O/o President of India to Chief Secretary Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh vide No.P2/A/1310-110225 dated 18.10.2011. The said RTI application was transferred by the PIO, O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, vide their letter No.9899 dated 24.7.12 to FCR who further vide their letter dated 6.8.12 transferred the same to DC, Kapurthala for sending the information to the Complainant directly. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 23.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Sh.Pawan Kumar, Sadar Kango appearing on behalf of DC, Kapurthala states that the requisite information has already been sent to the Complainant vide their letter dated 8.8.12.  He also delivers one copy of supplied information for information of the Commission.  Perusal of provided information reveal that the Complainant has rightly been informed about the status of his application in question.

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

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:9.8.12.                                                   State Information Commissioner
                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                                SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   E.D. Nathaniel,

Retd. Headmaster,

#2533, Sector 37-C,

Chandigarh..                                                                              Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

sector 17, Chandigarh.                                                               Respondent

CC No. 1425  of 2012

Present:
None for the Complainant. 

Sh.Madan Lal, EO along with Sh.Rattan Singh, SA O/o DPI, Punjab, - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 13.11.2010, addressed to DPI, Punjab, sought certain information relating to grant of PES(II), promotion, fixation of pay and arrears etc. to him from the date his juniors were promoted. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received on 23.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


The case file has been perused.  It is observed that the Complainant had also issued so many reminders to the department for seeking his promotion as PES-II from the date his juniors were promoted, but no information was provided.  

Sh.Madan Lal, EO, appearing on behalf of Respondent-PIO states that vide letter dated 8.6.11 a reply has been sent to the Complainant wherein it has been mentioned that the matter has been taken up with the Supdt. Establishment-I Branch for fixing his seniority as Headmaster so that his case for promotion as PES-II could be considered.


From the perusal of the case file, it is further observed that a letter dated 26.7.12 has been received in the Commission wherein the Complainant has stated that he retired on 31.3.82 and is of 88 years of age.  He has further stated that he had also asked the DPI Punjab for seeking information on ignoring his claim for PES-II and for fixing his seniority wrongly at serial No.78(b) and despite reminders, no correct reply has been given to him.  

Accordingly, Sh.Bhagwant Singh, Assistant Director, Establishment-I Branch is, therefore, directed to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant free of cost under registered cover within a period of ten days. He is further directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing with one copy of the information provided to the Complainant for information of the Commission.


To come up for further hearing on 27.8.12 at 11.00 AM.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:9.8.12.                                                   State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
Sh.Bhagwant Singh, 

Assistant Director, Establishment-I Branch 
O/o Director, Public Instructions, Punjab,

 Punjab School Education Board Building,

 Sector – 62,

Mohali 

- for compliance.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Harinder Sahni,

73 FF, Saraswati Vihar,

Jalandhar.                                                                              Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General School

Education, Punjab,

Sector 34-A,  Chandigarh.                                                      Respondent

                                              CC No. 1427  of 2012
Present:
Shri   Harinder Sahni, Complainant, in person.

Shri Davinder Singh, Assistant Director, Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab, Chandigarh - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Complainant vide his RTI application dated 21.3.12, addressed to Director General, School Education-cum-State Project Director, Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab, SCO 104-106, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh, sought certain information on 21 points relating to printing of books for the children of Elementary Schools & Library during 2007 to 2011 . Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received on 15.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Shri Davinder Singh, Assistant Director, Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab, appearing on behalf of PIO Sh.Satpal Sharma, O/o Director General, School Education-cum-State Project Director, Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab, SCO 104-106, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh, states that he has recently taken over and assures that the requisite RTI information shall be provided to the Complainant within a period of three weeks and, therefore, some more time may be granted to him.  His request is acceded to and PIO Sh.Satpal Sharma, O/o Director General, School Education-cum-State Project Director, Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab, SCO 104-106, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh is directed to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant free of cost under registered cover before 28.8.12. He shall be personally present on the date of hearing with one spare copy of the information provided to the Complainant for perusal and record of the Commission. 


To come up for further hearing on 30.8.12 at 11.00 AM. 

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:9.8.12.                                                   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Ajmer Singh s/o Shri Hardev singh

VPO Gujjarwal, Tehsil & distt. Ludhiana.                      Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Primary Education Officer,

Pakhowal Block at Gujjarwal,

Tehsil & distt. Ludhiana.  
District Education Officer,

(Elementary Education),

Ludhiana.







Respondents.

CC No. 1386  of 2012

Present:
Shri   Ajmer Singh, Complainant, in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 16.11.11, addressed to BPEO, Block Pakhowal at Gujjarwal, Tehsil & District Ludhiana, sought information relating to payment of arrears w.e.f. 1.1.86 in respect of Smt.Kirpal Kaur, JBT (Gyani), Government Girls Primary School, Gujjarwal, in compliance to the orders in SLP 198 dated 18.8.98 in CWP No.15834/89. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 22.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


The case file has been perused.  It is observed that neither any information has been provided to the Complainant nor anyone is present on behalf of Block Primary Education Officer, Pakhowal Block at Gujjarwal, Tehsil & District Ludhiana.  
i) Block Primary Education Officer, Pakhowal Block at Gujjarwal, Tehsil & District Ludhiana is, therefore, directed to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant free of cost under registered cover within a period of fifteen days with one spare  of the supplied information to the Commission for its record.

ii)  District Education Officer (Elementary Education), Ludhiana shall personally ensure that the sought information vide RTI application dated 16.11.11 is provided to the Complainant immediately.
iii) Both Block Primary Education Officer, Pakhowal Block at Gujjarwal,   Tehsil & District Ludhiana and District Education Officer (Elementary Education), Ludhiana shall be personally present on the next date of hearing with one copy of provided information.

                         Adjourned to 6.9.12 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:9.8.12.                                          State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
District Education Officer,

 (Elementary Education),

Ludhiana 

ii) Block Primary Education Officer, 

Pakhowal Block at Gujjarwal, 

Tehsil & District Ludhiana 

- for compliance.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harinder Pal,

# 182, Tarkhanan wala Mohalla, 

Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.                                                            Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director  S.C.E.R.T.,

SCO 66-67, Sector 17-A, 

Chandigarh.  

First Appellate Authority,                                                                   
O/o Director  S.C.E.R.T.,

SCO 66-67, Sector 17-A, 

Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Public Instructions, Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector – 62,

Mohali           





Respondents.

AC No. 733    of 2012

Present:
Shri Shri  Harinder Pal, Appellant, in person.
i) Mrs.Neelam Bhagat, Earlier Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT Pb., Chandigarh

ii) Mrs.Surjit Kaur, Chairman, SCERT Pb., Chandigarh

iii) Sh.Gurjit Singh, Superintendent (Ministerial Education), O/o DPI(SE), SCO 95-97, Sector 17 Chandigarh;

iv) Sh.Satbir Singh, LA, O/o Director, SCERT, SCO 66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh
- on behalf of respondents.
ORDER


Appellant vide his RTI application dated 19.09.2011, addressed to PIO, Office of Chairman, SCERT, Chandigarh, sought certain information on five points. 
Director, SCERT vide letter dated 17/23.1.12 informed the appellant that  the matter regarding Merit list of posts of PTI is pending in Hon’ble High Court in CWP No.451/2008 and information in the form of questionnaire cannot be given under Section 2-f of the RTI Act.  Feeling unsatisfied with the provided information, the appellant filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority in the office of Chairman, SCERT, Chandigarh, stating that incomplete and incorrect information has been supplied to him by Director, SCERT as the CWP No.451/2008 has already been decided by the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court on 05.02.2010.  However, for hearing no response from the First Appellate Authority, he preferred 2nd appeal with the Commission on 23.5.12. and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


The case file has been perused.  It is observed that the RTI application filed by the appellant has been dealt with casually and only misleading and incorrect information was provided once and despite notice of Commission, no correct and complete information has been provided.

i) Chairman, SCERT, Chandigarh, is, therefore, directed to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant free of cost under registered cover within a period of ten days with one spare copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its record. 
ii) Show Cause Notice is also issued to Mrs.Nelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, SCO 66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh and Mrs.Pankaj Sharma, PIO-cum-Dy.Director, O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Building, Sector 62, Mohali to explain in  writing by furnishing self attested affidavits that who was responsible for supplying the requisite RTI information sought by the appellant;

iii) Mrs.Nelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, SCO 66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh and Mrs.Pankaj Sharma, PIO-cum-Dy.Director, O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Building, Sector 62, Mohali are also directed to explain in  writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against them as concerned PIO for willfully delaying and denying the information. 
iv) Both Mrs.Nelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, SCO 66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh and Mrs.Pankaj Sharma, PIO-cum-Dy.Director, O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Building, Sector 62, Mohali are also directed to be present on the next date of hearing with their written submissions.
To come up for further hearing on 4.9.12 at 11.00 AM

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:9.8.12.                                          State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
i)
Mrs.Neelam Bhagat,

Earlier Chairman, SCERT,

Now Dy.Director (Recruitment),

Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan,

SCO 104-106, Sector 34-A, 2nd Floor,

Chandiarh.

ii)
Mrs.Pankaj Sharma, 

PIO-cum-Dy.Director, 

O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, 

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62, 

Mohali

- for compliance.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ramandeep Sharma,

s/o Shri Megh Raj Sharma,

Gali No.3, Balwant Nagar, 

Bathinda Road,

Kotakpura, Distt. Faridkot.                                             Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education) Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.
Chairman-cum-Director, 
SCERT, Punjab,
 SCO No.66-67, 
Sector 17-A, Chandigarh                                               Respondents.
CC No. 1067  of 2012
 Present:
          None for the Complainant.
Mrs.Rupali Tandon, SA along with Sh.Varinder Singh, Clerk, O/o DPI(SE), Chandigarh - on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 3.7.12, Sh.Baljit Singh, SA stated that the RTI application of the complainant for seeking information on first two points has already been transferred to the Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, Chandigarh under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005 vide letter dated 17.4.12 for supplying the information on these first two points directly to the complainant.  Accordingly, Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh, was directed to supply the information on Point No.1 & 2, duly attested, under registered cover to the complainant within a period of one week with a copy of the same to the Commission for its record.  The PIO/APIO, Office of Director, SCERT, Punjab, Chandigarh was also directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing with one copy of the supplied information.


Complainant was also directed to be present on the next date of hearing failing which it shall be presumed that he does not want to pursue his RTI application and the case shall be decided in his absence and the hearing was adjourned to 9.8.2012 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.

Despite directions, neither PIO/APIO, Office of Director, SCERT, Punjab, Chandigarh  is present nor Complainant is present.
i) Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh, is once again directed to supply the information on Point No.1 & 2, duly attested, under registered cover to the complainant within a period of one week with a copy of the same to the Commission for its record.
ii) Mrs. Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh is directed to explain in  writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information to the Complainant and for the loss and other detriments suffered by him in not getting the information as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

iii) Mrs. Surjit Kaur, present Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh, and Mrs.Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT shall be personally present on the next date of hearing.

iv) Complainant Shri  Ramandeep Sharma is also directed to be present on the next date of hearing failing which it shall be presumed that he is not interested in pursuing his RTI application and the case shall be decided in his absence.

To come up for further hearing on 6.9.12 at 11.00 AM.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:9.8.12.                                         State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
i)
Mrs. Surjit Kaur, 

Chairman, 
SCERT, Punjab, 
SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, 
Chandigarh.
ii)
Mrs.Neelam Bhagat,

Earlier Chairman, SCERT,

Now Dy.Director (Recruitment),

Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan,

SCO 104-106, Sector 34-A, 2nd Floor,

Chandiarh.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Mandeep Singh

s/o S. Jaspal Singh, Adarsh Colony,

Street No.3,  Sidhwan Bet Road,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana-142026.                                            Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

Chandigarh.  

2.First Appellate Authority,

Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

Chandigarh                                                                                           

3. Chairman, 
SCERT, Punjab,
 SCO No.66-67, 
Sector 17-A, Chandigarh



Respondents
AC No. 584/12    of 2012

 Present:
Shri Kapil Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant.
v) Mrs.Neelam Bhagat, Earlier Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT Pb., Chandigarh
vi) Mrs.Surjit Kaur, Chairman, SCERT Pb., Chandigarh

vii) Sh.Gurjit Singh, Superintendent (Ministerial Education), O/o DPI(SE), SCO 95-97, Sector 17 Chandigarh;
viii) Sh.Satbir Singh, LA, O/o Director, SCERT, SCO 66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh
- on behalf of respondents.
ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 3.7.12, Sh.Gurjit Singh, Superintendent (Ministerial Education), O/o DPI(SE), SCO 95-97, Sector 17 Chandigarh was directed to explain the reasons for delay in providing the information and for the loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant.  He was also directed to supply the requisite information duly attested free of cost to the appellant within a period of ten days.  He was also directed to furnish self attested affidavit on the next date of hearing justifying the delay in providing the information or for if the information was not on record in his office and also as to why the provisions of section 20 (1) (2) and 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 be not invoked against the PIO/Public Authority.  He was also directed to be present personally on the next date of hearing i.e. today. 
Since Sh. Jaspal Singh Sr. Assistant appearing for Respondent No. I had stated that this information was to be supplied by Director SCERT, therefore,  Ms. Neelam Bhagat, Director, SCERT, Departmental Selection Committee, Punjab, SCO 66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh was directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant if the same was available with her office within a period of ten days, free of cost with one spare copy of supplied information to the commission. Shri Gurjit Singh Supdt. was directed to supply copy of RTI application to the Director SCERT by hand. Ms. Neelam Bhagat, Director, SCERT, Departmental Selection Committee, Punjab, SCO 66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh was also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing i.e. today  

Both the parties have been heard.  It is evidently clear that the RTI information sought by the appellant is to be provided by Mrs.Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, SCO 66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh.  She is, therefore, directed to ensure to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of ten days with one spare copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its record. In the event of failure on her part to supply the sought information to the appellant, penalty provisions under section 20 (1) (2) and 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 shall be invoked against the PIO/Public Authority.

Mrs.Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, and present Chairman Mrs.Surjit Kaur, SCERT, SCO 66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh, shall be personally present on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 27.8.12 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:9.8.12.                                         State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
i)
Mrs.Neelam Bhagat,

Earlier Chairman, SCERT,

Now Dy.Director (Recruitment),

Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan,

SCO 104-106, Sector 34-A, 2nd Floor,

Chandiarh.

ii)
Mrs.Surjit Kaur, 

Chairman,

SCERT, 

SCO 66-67, Sector 17-A, 

Chandigarh, 

- for compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point,

Ludhiana-141010











Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Rural Development &

Panchayat, Punjab, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar-160062











 Respondent

CC – 162  of 2012

ORDER

When this case was last taken up for hearing on 18.07.2012, Sh.Kuldip Kumar Kaura, Complainant appeared personally while on behalf of the respondents, Sh.Johar Inder Singh Ahluwalia, Law Officer, O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali along with Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Sr.Asstt., put in appearance.  Taking submissions of both the parties on record, the case was posted to to-day i.e. 09.08.2012, for pronouncement of the order.


Perusal of the case file reveals that the complainant vide an RTI application dated 04.11.2011 addressed to the Director Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali sought an information on nine points relating to mis-utilization of Rs.35000/-by Sh.Paramjit Singh Sarpanch and Sh.Prithi Pal Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Sidhwan Bet by making payment in cash to an Advocate in violation of Govt. instructions in a Civil Writ Petition. On receipt of this application, a vague reply was sent by the Law Officer, office of  Director Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali vide letter dated 22.11.2011, mentioning therein that the complainant may come to their office on any working day with an additional fee / document charges so that the information could be supplied, wherein no additional fee or document charges to be paid by the complainant were indicated. On non-receipt of information in time, the complainant also issued a reminder dated 29.11.2011 addressed to the Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Mohali. At this, the Law Officer o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab, wrote to the complainant for the deposit of Rs.60/- as additional fee for the supply of documents. Failing to get the requisite RTI information, the complainant approached the Commission in a complaint vide letter dated 12.01.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 10.4.12, when it was observed that no information had been supplied to the complainant and the same was being delayed and denied willfully. However, Ms.Preet Mohinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt.  appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO stated that the requisite information, as available on record, had been received by the complainant himself under his signatures from the office on 20.03.2012. But the perusal of the documents transpired that the complainant had been provided the information on four points i.e. from Sr. No.1 to 4 only. Sh. Johar Inder Singh Ahluwalia, Law Officer, o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab, Mohali  was, therefore, directed to supply the point-wise complete, correct,  duly authenticated information  free of cost to the complainant within a period of ten days under registered cover. Simultaneously,  Sh. Johar Inder Singh Ahluwualia Law Officer was also issued a show cause notice under section 20 (1) (2) and section 19 (8) (b) of RTI Act 2005 for explaining the reasons of delay in supplying the information and for loss and other detriments suffered by the complainant and hearing in the case was adjourned to 19.06.12, when Sh.Kuldip Kaura, Complainant confirmed the receipt of remaining information in the Commission itself from Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, SA appearing on behalf of Respondent PIO.

However, when it was observed that Sh.Johar Inder Singh Ahluwalia, Law Officer, O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali was neither present on 19.6.12 nor had sent any reply to the show cause notice issued to him under Section 20 (1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide Commission’s orders dated 10.4.2012, Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Sr.Asstt. appearing on behalf of the PIO stated that the Respondent PIO was not aware of the show cause notice issued to him or regarding his presence before the Commission on 19.06.12 because order dated 10.4.12 had not been received in their office. so far.  Accordingly, Respondent PIO, Sh.Johar Inder Singh Ahluwalia, Law Officer, O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali was directed to comply with the orders dated 10.4.2012 regarding show cause notice issued to him. Sh.Johar Inder Singh Ahluwalia, Law Officer, O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab put in appearance on 18.07.12 and submitted written submissions that Commission's orders dated 10.4.12 were not received in their office, therefore, the same could not be complied with.  He also tendered unconditional and unqualified apology for the same. 


From the above, the position that emerges is as under:

· Complainant Sh.Kuldip Kumar Kaura, vide an RTI application dated 04.11.2011, addressed to the Director Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali sought an information on nine points;

· Information on first four points was provided to Sh.Kuldip Kumar Kaura on 20.03.2012;

· Remaining Information was provided to the complainant on 19.06.12 in the Commission itself.

· Not even a single word has been averred in the written reply tendered by Sh.Johar Inder Singh Ahluwalia, Law Officer, O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, explaining the reasons for delay in providing the information.

It is thus undisputed that in response to the original application dated 04.11.2011 made by the complainant to the PIO, O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali, information on first four points was supplied to the Complainant on 20.3.12. Regarding information on remaining three points, Complainant Sh.Kuldeep Kaura was informed by the Law Officer, o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali, vide letter No.4540 dated 17.4.12 that the same is being arranged by their office from  BDPO Sidhwan Bet and ultimately the same was provided to him on 19.06.12 i.e. after delay of seven months by the PIO, O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali.

In the above facts and circumstances of the case and considering the written submissions made by Sh.Johar Inder Singh Ahluwalia, Law Officer, O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, including the tendering of unqualified apology and that the Commission's orders dated 10.4.12 were not received in their office, therefore, the same could not be complied with, the show cause notice for invocation of provisions of Section 20(1)(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 is dropped.  However, he is advised to be careful in future
 while dealing with and disposing of the RTI applications.  
It is not disputed that much delay has certainly taken place before it could be said that complete information available with the respondent, as per the original application, stood provided to the Complainant.   It will, therefore, be in the interest of justice to award compensation of Rs.3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only), in favour of the Complainant Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura under the provisions of Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 for the financial loss and other detriments suffered by him in getting the information under the RTI Act, 2005.  This amount of compensation is to be paid by the Public Authority in the Department of Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali, through its Director, Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali, in the shape of bank draft within a period of one month.  An attested copy of the acknowledgement obtained from the complainant Sh.Kuldip Kumar Kaura in respect of receipt of compensation by him shall also be delivered in the Commission on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 18.09.12 at 11.00 AM, for confirmation and compliance.

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 09. 08. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


Copy to:
Director Rural Development &

Panchayat, Punjab, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar-160062

- for compliance.

