STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   R.S.Chouhan,

92/6, Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Opp. GNE College, Gill Road,

Ludhiana.                       




Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer-cum-PIO

Panchayati Raj, Bathinda.                                        Respondent

CC No. 1430 of 2012

Present:
Shri   R.S.Chouhan, Complainant, in person.

Shri Kulbir Singh, JE, O/o Xen, Panchayati Raj, Bhatinda - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 8.5.12, addressed to State Public Information Officer, Office of Xen, Panchayati Raj, Chandigarh, sought copy of the Inquiry conducted against Sh. Jaswinder Singh, JE, Panchayati Raj, P.W. Division, Ludhiana. Superintending Engineer, Panchayati Raj, Public Works Circle, Mohali vide  his letter No.993-94 dated 5.10.11 addressed to Sh.Mohinder Pal, Xen, Panchayati Raj Public Works Division, Bhatinda directed him to conduct an enquiry against Sh. Jaswinder Singh, JE, PR PWD, Ludhiana, on the complaint made by complainant so that the copy of enquiry report could be supplied to the Complainant. A copy of this letter was also endorsed to the Complainant for his information.  Not satisfied with the provided information, Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 24.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

PIO, O/o Executive Engineer, PR, PWD, Bathinda vide letter No.PRD/B/2012/ 2095 dated 7.8.12 has informed the Commission that since the Complainant has asked for a copy of the enquiry report, the same could have only been supplied to him after its completion.  Therefore now, on completion of the enquiry report on 10.7.12, a copy of the same was made available to the Complainant vide their office registered memo No.1929 dated 17.7.12.


The case file has been perused.  It is observed that the information as was available on the office record pertaining to the RTI application of the Complainant was duly sent to him vide letter No.3027 dated 27.12.11 and letter No.1929 dated 17.7.12. No delay in supplying the information to the complainant is observed, in view of information asked for by the complainant.


Since the sought information stand supplied to the Complainant, the case is closed and disposed of.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 












     Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



       ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 14.8.12.                               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms.  Sanyukta Kumari, 

81-D, Kitchlu  Nagar,

 Ludhiana.                                                 Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education), 

Ludhiana.                                                     Respondent

CC No. 1447  of 2012

Present:
Shri R.L.Aggarwal, husband of Ms.Sanyukta Kumari, Complainant.

Shri Anil Kumar, Clerk, O/o DEO(S), Ludhiana - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 12.4.12, addressed to District Education, Ludhiana sought certain information on three points regarding Officers/officials who dealt with her ACP case from 2001 onwards, which was due to her on completion of 24 years of service. 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 in it on 28.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Both the parties have been heard.  Sh.Anil Kumar, Clerk appearing on behalf of the Respondent-PIO delivers a copy of letter dated 11.8.12 addressed to the Complainant vide which the information has been provided to her.  Perusal of the information reveals that the information on point no.1 is correct whereas information on point no.2 and 3 is incomplete, incorrect and misleading.  

i) Therefore, Sh.Charanjit Singh, PIO-cum-Dy.DEO(SE), Ludhiana is 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) Sh.Charanjit Singh, PIO-cum-Dy.DEO(SE), Ludhiana is also directed to explain in  writing by furnishing self attested affidavit justifying the delay, and thus pleading 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 by supplying incomplete and misleading information to the Complainant in respect of her RTI application dated 12.4.12. 

iii) Sh.Charanjit Singh, PIO – cum - Dy. DEO (SE), Ludhiana shall be personally present on the next date of hearing.
Adjourned to 27.8.12 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh 



           ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 14.8.12.                                 State Information Commissioner 

Copy to:
Sh.Charanjit Singh, 

PIO-cum-Dy.DEO(SE),

O/o District Education Officer(SE),

Ludhiana 

- for compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Harjinder Kaur, 

w/o Shri  Prathamjeet Singh,

c/o Major Singh (Master)

Near Civil Hospital Baba Bakala, 

Distt. Amritsar.-143202.                                          Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

Chandigarh.                                                                  Respondent

CC No. 1452 of 2012

Present:
Smt. Harjinder Kaur, Complainant, in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Smt. Harjinder Kaur, Complainant vide her RTI application dated 30.12.2011, addressed to DPI (SE), Pb., Chandigarh, sought copy of merit list of Mathematic teachers selected in general category, applied through service provider in the year 2008, who secured more than 55% marks. 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 28.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent-PIO.  Smt. Harjinder Kaur, Complainant states that the RTI information has not been provided to her till date.

i) Therefore, Mrs.Pankaj Sharma, Dy.Director (Secondary Education), O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, Pb.School Education Building, Top Floor, Sector 62, Mohali, offered last opportunity and is 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.

ii)  Mrs. Pankaj Sharma, Dy.Director (Secondary Education), O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, Pb.School Education Building, Top Floor, Sector 62, Mohali,  is also directed to explain in  writing by furnishing self attested affidavit justifying, with pleadings 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 loss and other detriments suffered by her in seeking information in respect of her RTI application dated 30.12.2011.

iii) Mrs.Pankaj Sharma, Dy.Director (Secondary Education), O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, Punjab School Education Building, Top Floor, Sector 62, Mohali shall be personally present on the next date of hearing.
Adjourned to 27.8.12 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 











Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 14.8.12.                                   State Information Commissioner 
Copy to:
Mrs.Pankaj Sharma, 

PIO-cum-Dy.Director (Secondary Education), 

O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, 

Punjab School Education Building, 

Top Floor, Sector 62, 

Mohali 

                  - for compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surjit Singh, Member Gram Panchayat,

Karhyal, V.P.O. Karhyal, Tehsil Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur.                                                                  Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Food Civil Supplies & 

Consumer Affairs Controller, 

Patiala.                                                                               Respondent

CC No. 1460 of 2012

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Sh.Vivek Singla, Inspector O/o DFSC Patiala along with Sh.Vijay Singla, AFSO Patran on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 29.3.12, addressed to DFSC, Patiala sought certain information relating to Sh.Kuldip Singh, Depot Holder, Village: Chupki, Near Kakrala, Tehsil Samana District Patiala. 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 28.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Sh.Vivek Singla, Inspector O/o DFSC Patiala appearing on behalf of Respondent-PIO states that the RTI application received with the notice from the Commission is different than the RTI application which was directly submitted by the Complainant to the PIO-cum-DFSC, Patiala and in which the information was sent to the Complainant on 14.3.12.  He further states that the information sought by the Complainant vide RTI application dated 29.3.12 has, therefore, been brought by him to be delivered to the Complainant in the Commission itself.  Respondent-PIO has, therefore, been directed to send the RTI information to the Complainant by registered post today.

The perusal of the case file shows that the Complainant has requested for adjournment due to ill health.


Spare copy of the information presented to the Commission by Respondent PIO is placed on record of the Commission.


To come up for further hearing on 4.9.12 at 11.00 AM.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh 



           ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 14.8.12.                                 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt.  Uma Devi c/o Shri Sandeep Kumar

s/o Shri Mangat Rai, Bagh Colony,

Tappa Mandi,  Distt. Barnala-148108.                            Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat 

Officer, Mandi Phool, Distt. Bathinda.                              Respondent

                                                     CC No. 1468  of 2012

Present:
Shri Sandeep Kumar, Son-in-Law of Smt.Uma Devi, Complainant.

Smt.Kanta Devi, Accountant O/o BDPO, Phool, Distt: Bhatinda - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 4.1.2011, addressed to Deputy Commissioner, Bhatinda sought information on the pending benefits to be given to Sh.Kapil Dev, ETT Teacher, Govt. Primary School, Aalike, who expired on 11.11.2007 while in service. The said RTI application was transferred by the PIO-cum-Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Bhatinda to the PIO-cum-Secretary, Zila Parishad, Bhatinda vide letter dated 13.1.2011 under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for supplying the information directly to the Complainant.  PIO-cum-Dy,CEO, Zila Parishad, Bhatinda further transferred this RTI application to the PIO-cum-BDPO, Phool under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for supplying the 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 in it on 29.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

Both the parties have been heard and case file has been perused.  Shri Sandeep Kumar, appearing on behalf of Smt.Uma Devi, Complainant has shown complete dissatisfaction with the provided information.  

i) Sh.Gurmit Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO, Phool, District Bhatinda is, therefore, afforded last opportunity 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. 

ii) Sh.Gurmit Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO, Phool, District Bhatinda is further directed to explain in  writing by furnishing self attested affidavit the reasons justifying the 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 to the Complainant as per her RTI application dated 4.1.2011 and for the loss and other detriments suffered by the Complainant  in getting the requisite RTI information.
iii) He will also bring along list of PIO-cum-BDPOs, Phool, who remained posted as such w.e.f. 4.1.2011 when RTI application was filed.


Adjourned to 4.9.2012 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 










      Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 14.8.12.                                State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
Sh.Gurmit Singh, 

PIO-cum-BDPO, 

Phool, 

District Bhatinda


       - for compliance.

ii)
Secretary-cum-Dy.Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad,

Bhatinda

- for ensuring supply of complete and correct information to the Complainant.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Mohit Diwan, 

Kothi No. 14, Bagh Colony, 

Anandpur Sahib,
Distt. Ropar.      
                                                      Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education) Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh. 

First Appellate Authority,                                                                         

O/o Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education) Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh 



Respondents
AC No. 764  of 2012

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Sh.Ashok Kumar, SA, O/o DPI(SE) Punjab, Mohali on behalf of the Respondent-PIO.

ORDER


Appellant vide his RTI application dated 20.1.12 addressed to Secretary to the Govt. of Punjab, Department of School Education, Chandigarh sought certain information on five points regarding promotion given to Sh.Harcharan Dass, S/o Sh.Jagdish Singh, Lecturer Mathematic, now Principal, Government Senior Secondary School, Masewal, District Ropar, retrospectively w.e.f. 6.11.1991.  The said RTI application of the appellant was transferred by the Education-II Branch to the DPI(SE) Punjab, Chandigarh under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide letter No.1576 dated 22.2.12 for supplying the information directly to the appellant. 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 FAA-cum-Secretary (School Education), Punjab vide letter dated 1.3.12 and preferred 2nd appeal with the Commission, received in it on 29.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Sh.Ashok Kumar, SA, O/o DPI(SE) Punjab, Mohali appearing on behalf of Sh.Bhagwant Singh, Assistant Director(Secondary Education), School Administration-I Branch, O/o DPI(SE) delivers a copy of letter dated 13.8.12 in the Commission, a copy of which has been addressed to the appellant, in which it has been written that information on point no.1 to 4 cannot be provided as the same is in the form of question and information on serial no.5 cannot be provided the same being more than 20 years older.

I have perused the above letter.  It is observed that the PIO Sh.Bhagwant Singh, Assistant Director(Secondary Education), School Administration-I Branch, O/o DPI(SE) Punjab, Mohali, has a very little knowledge of the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  
i)
Sh.Bhagwant Singh, Assistant Director(Secondary Education), School Administration-I Branch, O/o DPI(SE) Punjab, Mohali is, therefore, directed to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of seven days.
 ii)
He is further directed to explain in  writing by furnishing self attested affidavit justifying the delay and pleading therein 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 appellant and for the loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant in respect of his RTI application dated 20.1.12 
iii)
Sh.Bhagwant Singh, Assistant Director(Secondary Education), School Administration-I Branch, O/o DPI(SE) Punjab, Mohali shall be personally present on the next date of hearing.

iv)
Sh.Ashok Kumar, SA, O/o DPI(SE) Punjab, Mohali, who is present in the Commission is directed to inform Sh.Bhagwant Singh, Assistant Director(Secondary Education), School Administration-I Branch, O/o DPI(SE) Punjab, Mohali, about the directions given by the Commission for compliance.


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


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 








Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh 



      ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 14.8.12.                                   State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
Sh.Bhagwant Singh, 

Assistant Director(Secondary Education), 

School Administration-I Branch, 

O/o DPI(SE) Punjab, 

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Top Floor,

Sector-62,

Mohali 
- for compliance.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kulwant Singh s/o Shri Jaswant Singh,

c/o # 204, Ward no.4, Khalsa College Road,

Morinda, Ropar-110101.                                         Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions

(School Education) Punjab, 

Chandigarh.                                                            Respondent

CC No. 1465   of 2012
Present:
None on behalf of Complainant.

Shri Baldev Singh, Supdt.(Vocational Education), along with Sh.Jaspal Singh, SA, O/o DPI(S), Punjab, Chandigarh - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
Complainant vide his RTI application dated 10.1.12, addressed to PIO, Finance Department, Punjab, Chandigarh sought certain information relating to Education department on four points.  The said RTI application of the Complainant was transferred by the APIO, Finance-II Branch to the Secretary, School Education, Punjab, Chandigarh under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for supplying the information directly to the Complainant.  However, the PIO-cum-Supdt. O/o Secretary, School Education, Punjab further transferred this RTI application of the Complainant to the DPI(SE), Punjab, Chandigarh under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for supplying the information directly to the Complainant.  A copy of this letter was also sent to the Complainant for his information. However, 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 29.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Shri Baldev Singh, Supdt.(Vocational Education), O/o DPI(SE) Punjab, appearing on behalf of Mrs.Surjit Kaur, Deputy Director (Vocational Education), O/o DPI(SE) Punjab, P.S.E.B. Building, Sector 62, Mohali, delivers a copy of letter dated 7.8.12, wherein it has been mentioned that the sought information cannot be supplied as per the provisions of Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005.

I have perused the above letter and am of the view that the Respondent-PIO is not conversant with the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.  
i) Therefore, Mrs.Surjit Kaur, Dy.Director (Vocatinal Education), O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, Pb.School Education Building, Top Floor, Sector 62, Mohali, is 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.

ii)  Mrs.Surjit Kaur, Dy.Director (Vocatinal Education),O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, Pb.School Education Building, Top Floor, Sector 62, Mohali is also directed to explain in  writing by furnishing self attested affidavit justifying the delay as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against her for willfully delaying and denying the information to the Complainant in respect of her RTI application dated 30.12.2011 and for the financial loss and other detriments suffered by the Complainant.

iii) Mrs.Surjit Kaur, Dy.Director (Vocatinal Education), O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, Punjab School Education Building, Top Floor, Sector 62, Mohali shall be personally present on the next date of hearing.
iv) Adjourned to 27.8.12 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.
v) 
Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 14.8.12.                                     State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
Mrs.Surjit Kaur, 

Dy.Director (Vocatinal Education), 

O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, 

Punjab School Education Building, 

Top Floor,

 Sector 62,

 Mohali 
· for compliance.

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Gopal,

r/o # 365, Phase 3 B-I,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali-160059.                                            Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer, 

(Elementary), Patiala. 

First Appellate Authority,                                                                         

District Education Officer, 

(Elementary), Patiala




Respondents
AC No.766  of 2012

Present:
Shri Krishan Gopal, Appellant in person.

Sh.Malkiat Singh, BPEO, HQ, O/o DEO, Patiala - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Appellant vide his RTI application dated 5.3.12, addressed to PIO, Office of DEO(Elementary Education), Patiala, sought certain information on four points relating to various applications given by Smt.Lakhwinder Kaur, JBT Teacher, Govt. Primary School, Devi Nagar, Block Banur, District Patiala. On receipt of RTI application, the PIO-cum-deputy D.E.O.(Primary), Patiala vide letter No.577 dated 30.3.12 sent four line information to the appellant, received by him on 7.4.12.  Being not satisfied, the appellant filed first appeal with the FAA, O/o DEO (Elementary Education), Patiala  vide letter dated 9.4.12, but having no response, he approached the Commission by filing 2nd appeal, received in the Commission on 29.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Both the parties have been heard.  The appellant states that he has not been provided point-wise complete information by the Respondent-PIO-cum-Dy.DEO (Elementary Education), Patiala though the complete record is available in his office.  On the contrary, Sh.Malkiat Singh, BPEO, HQ, O/o DEO, Patiala appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the record of Banur Block has been transferred to the office of DEO (Elementary Education), Mohali after creation of new district.  
i) Sh.Jarnail Singh, Dy.DEO(Elementary Education), Patiala is afforded last opportunity 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. 

ii) He is also directed to explain in  writing 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 and for the financial loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant. 

iii) He is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.
To come up for further hearing on 12.9.12 at 11.00 AM.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 











Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 14.8.12.                                  State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Sh.Jarnail Singh, 

Dy.DEO(Elementary Education), 

Patiala.

- for compliance.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Gopal,

r/o # 365, Phase 3 B-I,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali-160059.                                            Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer, 

(Elementary), Patiala. 

First Appellate Authority,                                           
District Education Officer, 

(Elementary), Patiala




Respondents

AC No. 767    of 2012
Present:
Shri Krishan Gopal, Appellant in person.

Sh.Malkiat Singh, BPEO, HQ, O/o DEO, Patiala - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Appellant vide his RTI application dated 24.01.2011, addressed to PIO, Office of DEO(Elementary Education), Patiala, sought information on three points as detailed below:

i) Complete details of entry in the service book of Smt.Amarjit Kaur D/o Ram Rattan Singh, Roll No.150720 E.T.T. Teacher Govt. Elementary School, Vill Manauli, Block Ghanaur, Distt: Patiala from her first joining to to-day. 

ii) Her GPF Account Number;

iii) Her Seniority number.

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the appellant filed first appeal with the FAA, O/o DEO (Elementary Education), Patiala  vide letter dated 7.3.11, and later 2nd appeal was filed with the Commission on 29.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


The case file has been perused.  Both the parties have been heard.  It is observed that certain information was sent to the appellant vide letter dated 11.3.11.  The appellant states that the provided information is partial and incomplete.  
i) Sh.Jarnail Singh, Dy.DEO(Elementary Education), Patiala is afforded last opportunity 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. 

ii) He is also directed to explain in  writing 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 and for the financial loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant. 

iii) He is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.

To come up for further hearing on 12.9.12 at 11.00 AM.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 14.8.12.                                  State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Sh.Jarnail Singh, 

Dy.DEO(Elementary Education), 

Patiala.

- for compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  D.C.Gupta, General Secretary,

Suchna Adhikar Manch (Regd),

#778, Urban Estate Phase-I, 

Patiala-147002.        
                                                       Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General School Education-cum-

State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority,

Punjab SCO 104-106, 2nd floor,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.  

First Appellate Authority,                                                                         

O/o Director General School Education-cum-

State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority,

Punjab SCO 104-106, 2nd floor,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh  




Respondents.
AC No. 768   of 2012

Present:
Shri  D.C.Gupta, appellant, in person.
None for the Respondent.
ORDER


Appellant Shri  D.C.Gupta, vide RTI application dated 2.3.12, addressed to PIO, Office of Director General School Education-cum- State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab SCO 104-106, 2nd floor, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh, sought information on following five points:-
i) Number of personnel employed in the office of Director General School Education after their retirement from Punjab Government;
ii) Names of such personnel, the date from which employed, monthly emoluments paid to each such employee and tenure of their employment;

iii) Paper cuttings of the newspapers wherein the posts were advertised before their selection;

iv) Whether any examination and interview was conducted. If so provide the name of the penal of officers who conducted the interview;

v) Upper age limit up to which appointed retired Punjab Govt. employees can be retained in service and copy of the relevant rules in support thereof.

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the appellant filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Director General School Education-cum-State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab SCO 104-106, 2nd floor, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh, vide letter dated 20.4.12 and 2nd appeal was preferred with the Commission on 29.5.2012, and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Appellant states that no information has been provided to him so far by the Director General School Education-cum-State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab SCO 104-106, 2nd floor, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent-PIO, O/o Director General School Education-cum-State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab SCO 104-106, 2nd floor, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.

i)
Last opportunity is afforded to Public Information Officer, O/o Director General School Education-cum-State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab SCO 104-106, 2nd floor, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh, to supply point-wise, complete, correct, duly attested information to the appellant, free of cost under registered cover, within a period of seven days.  
ii)
PIO, O/o Director General School Education-cum-State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab SCO 104-106, 2nd floor, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh, is also directed to explain in  writing by furnishing self attested affidavit justifying the delay, and thus pleading 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 sought by the appellant vide RTI application dated 2.3.12 and the financial loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant.
iii)
PIO, O/o Director General School Education-cum-State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab SCO 104-106, 2nd floor, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh, shall be personally present on the next date of hearing.

To come up on 12.9.12 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 14.8.12.                                   State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General School Education-cum-Project Director,

Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab, 
SCO 104-106, 2nd floor, 

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Haqiqat Singh 
s/o Shri Hazara Singh,

H.No. 8, Gali No. 1, Vill. Mohali,

Tehsil & Distt. S.A.S. Nagar.                                     Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Mining Officer,

Department of Industries, Punjab, 

S.A.S.Nagar,     



                Respondent. 

CC No.3816 of 2011
Present:
Shri Haqiqat Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Bhola Singh Brar, Mining Officer along with Sh.Bahadur Singh, Junior Assistant - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

As per directions given vide orders dated 28.6.12, present PIO-cum-Mining Officer, Shri Bhola Singh Brar, has come present and he tenders written submissions that complete and correct RTI information has already been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No.246 dated 12.3.12.  Their office has supplied all the information available in the office as per RTI application and no information is pending to be supplied to then Complainant.  It has been further mentioned that their office has also requested SDM, Kharar vide letter dated 11.7.12 with copy of the complaint of the Complainant to enquire into the matter through revenue department regarding excavation of sand from Village Ghoga Kherhi.

The case file has been perused.  It is observed that the information as was available on the office record pertaining to the RTI application of the Complainant stands provided to him.Since the sought information as is available on record stands supplied to the
 Complainant, the case is closed and disposed of.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 














   






 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 14.8.12.                                     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar,

# 1778, Sector 14,

Hissar, (Haryana)  
                                                    Appellant
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o.Principal Secretary,

Rural Development & Panchayats.

Punjab, Chandigarh.  

First Appellate Authority,                                                                         O/o. Principal Secretary,

Rural Development & Panchayats.

Punjab, Chandigarh.  



          Respondents
AC No. 624   of 2012
Present:
Shri Sardevinder Goel, Advocate on behalf of Dr. Sandeep Kumar, Appellant.
Shri Sohan Singh, Panchayat Secretary, O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Sector-62, Mohali - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


In view of the facts mentioned in the order dated 28.6.12, PIO O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Sector-62, Mohali was directed to provide the RTI information sought by the appellant free of cost within a period of ten days.  
Shri Sohan Singh, Panchayat Secretary, O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Sector-62, Mohali delivers a copy of the letter No.1748 dated 10.7.12, addressed to the appellant, whereby the sought information has been sent to the appellant.  He has also attached copy of the letter dated 12.7.12 showing the receipt of information by the appellant.

Shri Sardevinder Goel, Advocate appearing on behalf of Dr. Sandeep Kumar, Appellant has also given in writing that the information as sought by the appellant has been received by him on behalf of the appellant and the information is complete and satisfactory.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 







                         Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 14.8.12.                                     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sat Pal Sharma,

# 3623, Street No. 1, Durgapuri,

Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.





…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

(Zone-D), 

Ludhiana.







 

First Appellate Authority,-cum-

Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.







...Respondents

AC - 1081/2011

Order

The relevant facts of the case are that Sh. Sat Pal Sharma, vide an RTI application dated 19.10.2010 sought information on 5 points from Municipal Corporation Ludhiana mainly concerning setting up of commercial unit i.e. Amar Sweets Factory in the residential area of Street No. 1, Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.  It is further observed that Asstt. Town Planner-cum-APIO, Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘D’,  Ludhiana, vide letter dated 06.12.2010, wrote back to the applicant to provide the site plan number or date of its approval so that providing of the RTI information could be facilitated. Failing to get any response to his satisfaction, the Appellant Sh.Sat Pal Sharma, filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 15.12.2010, which lingered on till long without any fruitful results,  therefore, the present Second Appeal was preferred before the Commission on 28.10.2011. 


It has come on record that the information on 5 points had been communicated by the Asstt. Town Planner, Zone ‘D’, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to the appellant vide letter dated 29.07.2011, a copy of which contains acknowledgement from the appellant and certain objections were raised by the appellant which were communicated by him to the respondent vide letter dated 08.08.2011 and a response dated 19.08.2011 from the respondent PIO of Municipal Corporation Ludhiana had been received by the appellant on 23.08.2011.

 
When this case last came up for hearing on 24.07.2012, the appellant Sh. Sat Pal Sharma was present personally.  Sh.B.K.Gupta, Addl. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the Respondent, tendered self attested affidavit explained the facts and circumstances of the case and prayed that the proposal to invoke the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 qua the deponent be ordered to be exempted.  


The contentions made by both the parties were heard and documents produced by them were taken on record.


Sh.B.K.Gupta, Addl. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, in his affidavit has mainly stated that APIOs of the concerned branches are liable for timely supply of information and till disposal of the matter before the Commission. He has further stated that he was transferred and relieved on 27.12.2011. He has further pleaded that the RTI application of the applicant was duly attended by the concerned APIOs being deemed PIOs in the light of provisions of Section 5(4) and (5) of the RTI Act, 2005.  He has further brought out that there are no intentional or malafide acts on his part, he has acted reasonably and diligently and the information was supplied to the applicant five times and in the end he has prayed that the proposal to invoke the provisions of Section 20(1) & 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 qua the deponent be ordered to be exempted.  


The documents placed in the case file have been examined and pleadings made by both the parties have been considered.  It has come out that after receipt of RTI application of the appellant dated 19.10.10, partial information was provided to him as detailed below:

i) Information on point no.3 was provided vide letter No.551/ATP-D/RTI/D dated 29.7.2011;

ii) Information on point no.2 & 4 was provided vide letter No.463/RTI-SZD dated 3.4.12;

iii) Remaining information on point no.1 & 5 has been provided to the appellant vide letter dated 15.05.12 by stating that file No.8544 of SDM, Ludhiana (West) was never delivered in their office.

Regarding letter no. 8544 dated 20.8.2012 of SDM (West) Ludhiana, Sh.B.K.Gupta, in his affidavit dated 23.7.12, has stated that he has arranged copy of the same which was also sent to S.P.Traffic, Ludhiana also wherein during the course of investigation, Sh.Jagdish Raj, President (Complainant) of the area has got recorded his statement concluding that the complaint be filed. However, since the letter sent to MC Ludhiana was missing, the SHO, Police Station Srabha Nagar has been requested vide letter No.87/TDS/D dated 20.07.12 for lodging a report after investigation.

It is observed that as information as per provisions contained in the RTI Act, 2005, is to be provided whatever is available on record and the information sought on various points as was available in the record had been made available to the applicant-appellant, from time to time e.g. vide letters dated 29.07.2011 and 19.08.2011.  It has also come out that Sh. B.K. Gupta who was earlier posted as Zonal Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘D’, Ludhiana; and currently as the Addl. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, was the designated PIO from 20.10.2010 to 20.12.2011 (the relevant period for the present case) and the information as was available on record stood supplied to the appellant during the tenure of Sh.B.K.Gupta, as PIO and thus considering the submissions made by Sh.B.K.Gupta, in his affidavit enclosing therewith photocopies of documents, it is observed that since there was delay in supplying the information to the appellant, appellant has already been duly and adequately compensated for the financial and other detriments suffered by him during the pendency of the present appeal.

Considering the explanation given by Sh.B.K.Gupta, Addl. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, by filing self attested Affidavit dated 23.7.12 and tendering unconditional apology for any inconvenience caused for supplying of delayed information and also stating that he is retiring from service w.e.f. 31.08.2012, the show cause notice issued to him under Section 20(1)(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 is dropped.


In the above noted terms, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.









    Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      (B.C.Thakur)


Dated:14.8.2012          


 State Information Commissioner
