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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

S/Shri Dilbag Singh  & Sohan Singh, Panch,                                                                                Gram Panchayat Vill. Gadhera, Block Khera,

Tehsil Bassi Pathana 

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib-140412.                                          Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O Panchayat Secretary, 

Gram Panchayat Vill. Gadhera, 

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.                            

       Respondent

CC No.114 of 2012

Present:
None  for the Complainant.
Sh. Godawar Singh now Panchayat Secretary, V. Gadhera, Block Khera, Tehsil Bassi Pathana, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Complainants, vide RTI application dated 08.08.2011 addressed to the BDPO, Block Khera, District Fatehgarh Sahib, sought information on 11 points pertaining to Gram Panchayat village Gadhera, Block Khera, Tehsil Bassi Pathana, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. PIO-cum-BDPO Block Khera, transferred the RTI application of the Complainants vide letter No.2602 dated 17.8.11 to Sh.Harpreet Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat Gadhera under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the direction to provide the requisite RTI information directly to the Complainants.  Failing to get any response as mandated under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, a complaint was filed with the Commission vide letter dated 10.01.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 14.3.12.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 23.8.2012 penalty of Rs.5000/- (Rupees five thousand only) was imposed upon the PIO- Sh.Harpreet Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Gadhera, Block Khera, Tehsil Bassi Pathana, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib, for inordinate delay caused in providing the information.  This amount was to be recovered by the BDPO, Block Khera, Tehsil Bassi Pathana, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib, from the salary of Sh.Harpreet Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Gadhera, Block Khera, Tehsil Bassi Pathana, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib and was to be deposited in the State Treasury under the relevant head, within a month’s time and the case was adjourned to today for confirmation. 
A letter No.2149-51 dated 25.9.2012 received from BDPO, Bassi Pathana under his signatures reveals that the said amount of penalty has been deducted from the salary of Shri Harpreet Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Gadhera, Block Khera, Tehsil Bassi Pathana, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib and have been deposited in the State Treasury. Similarly Shri Sohan Singh and Sandeep Singh, Panches vide letter dated 3.10.2012 had given in writing that they have received complete and correct information and are satisfied. 

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


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-
      

Place: Chandigarh 



      

 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 07.11.2012.                                      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Vineet Pal Singh Monga, 

SCO 32, Feroze Gandhi Market,

Bhai Bala Chowk, Ludhiana-141001.                   Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o.  Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, Sarabha Nagar,

Near Leisure Valley, Ludhiana                             Respondent

CC No. 292    of 2012

Present:
None present for both the parties.
ORDER



On the last date of hearing i.e. on 23.8.2012 PIO-cum-Xen(Horticulture) Shri Surinder Kumar, Municipal Corporation, Zone-D, Ludhiana was directed to provide information on point No.4 to the complainant and similarly for information on Point No.6, 7 & 8, PIO-cum-SE(B&R) Sh. Dharam Singh, Municipal Corporation, Zone-D, Ludhiana, was directed to provide it free of cost  under registered cover within a period of ten days and case was fixed for hearing on 3.10.2012 when it was adjourned to today for further hearing. 


A letter dated 19.10.2012 addressed to the complainant Shri Vineet Pal Singh has been received in the Commission’s office which reveals that the information on Point No.4,5,6,7 & 8 has been provided to the complainant as was available on the record of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Assistant Commissioner(T) B&R-cum-APIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana also cited the judgment of the Central Information Commission dated 25.2.2006 in Case No.10/1/2005-CIC Sarbjit Roy Vs Delhi Development Authority where Commission has held that “if the information is not available in the particular form requested, it does not have to be created in the form sought by the applicant, and information under Section 2(f) includes information in any form available with a public authority and accessible.” 



Therefore, whatever information was available with the Municipal Corporation as public authority has been provided to the complainant. In view of the submissions made by PIO of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana no further grounds are left which are required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such the case is disposed of and closed.   


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 








      Sd/-    

Place: Chandigarh 



       ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 07.11.2012                                     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surinderjit Singh,

# 71, Chhoti Baradari-II,

Garha Road, Jalandhar.          
                                     …Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education) Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.  

First Appellate Authority,                                                                     

Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education) Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh

Circle Education Officer,

Jalandhar Circle,

Jalandhar (Pb)                                                                 … Respondents                                                     

                                              AC No. 700   of 2012

Present:
None for the appellant.

Shri Madan Lal, Establishment Officer along with Sh.Jaspal Singh,APIO O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, Chandigarh and Sandeep Kumar,Junior Assistant, Circle Education Office,Jalandhar  - on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER



Briefly, Appellant vide his RTI application dated 8.1.12, addressed to PIO, Office of DPI(SE), Punjab, Chandigarh sought certain information in respect of recruitment of Clerks/Typists during 1986-87 through Departmental Selection Committee along with copy of Rules & regulations of recruitment and names of the successful candidates, date of type test and date of interview etc. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Appellant filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority, O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, Chandigarh on 13.3.12, and  for no response, filed  2nd appeal with the Commission on 14.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 2.8.12. After hearing held on that date, it was also heard on  27.8.2012, 3.10.2012 and today.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 27.8.2012 a penalty of Rs. 1000/- (Rupees One Thousand only) was imposed upon the PIO – Sh.Madan Lal, Establishment Officer, office of Director of Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, for the inordinate delay caused in providing the information to the appellant.  This amount of Rs.1000/- (Rupees One Thousand only) was to be recovered by the DPI(SE), PSEB Building, Sector 62, Mohali, from the salary of Sh.Madan Lal, Estt. Officer and to be deposited in the State Treasury under the relevant head, within a month’s time. 



Dduring  hearing to-day,  it is observed  that the penalty has been deposited in the State Treasury by the Registrar, office of the Director Education Department, Punjab. Similarly a compensation to the tune of Rs.3000/- (Rupee three thousands only) was awarded to the appellant Shri Surinderjit Singh, which was to be payable to him by the Public Authority i.e. Department of Education, Punjab, Chandigarh within a period of one month. The said amount has also have been sent to the appellant vide Bank Demand Draft No.974908 of State Bank of Bikaner & Jaipur. 

Superintendent Establishment-cum-PIO office of the DPI(S) also informed vide letter No.17/80-2012-dn(1) dated 14.9.2012 that the copy of the merit list of 37 candidates selected as clerks by the Departmental Selection Committee have been supplied to the appellant. Mrs Darshan Kaur, Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar has also filed an affidavit dated 26.10.2012 duly attested by the Executive Magistrate, Jalandhar stating therein that no other record relating to the selection of clerks/typists selected by the Departmental Committee in the year 1985-86 and 1987 is available in her office.  Similarly Shri Madan Lal, Establishment Officer, office of the Director of Public Instructions (Secondary Education), Punjab also filed an affidavit dated 3.10.2012 wherein he has stated that it has clearly been conveyed to the appellant that nothing more has been left in the office which can be made available to the him now. 



As the information was very old so whatever was available in the office record of the public authority i.e. Director of Public Instructions (SE), Punjab have been provided to the appellant, by concerned PIO. The case is disposed of and closed.   


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 








                Sd/-

     

Place: Chandigarh 



                 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 07.11.2012.                                       State Information Commissioner
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surinder Singh Mehrok,

Vill. Rukha Mungla, P.O. Patel Nagar, 

Distt. Ferozepur-152001                                                              … Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Supplies & 

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority,                                                              

Director Food & Civil Supplies &

Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.





… Respondents

AC No. 728    of 2012

Present:
None for the Appellant.
Shri Rupinder Singh, DFSC, Ferozepur on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Appellant vide his RTI application dated 1.3.12, addressed to PIO, Office of DFSC Ferozepur sought certain information on seven points. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-DFSC, Ferozepur vide his application dated 29.3.12, but of no avail, therefore, he preferred 2nd appeal with the Commission, received in it on 17.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 2.8.12 when the case was adjourned to 27.8.2012.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 27.8.2012, when it was observed that complete information was provided to the appellant on 24.8.12 in respect of his RTI application dated  1.3.12, a  compensation to the tune of Rs. 3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) was awarded to the appellant Sh. Surinder Singh Mehrok, which was payable to him by the Public Authority i.e. Department of Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh for the loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant in seeking the information and the case was adjourned for today for confirmation and compliance of above orders.  


A letter No.7125 dated 19.9.2012 accompanied by the photo copy of the Bank Draft No.20130 dated 18.9.2012 issued by the State Bank of India amounting to Rs.3000/- have been received in the Commission’s office which shows that the compensation stands paid to the appellant. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. 


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 



                                                               Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


                          ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 07.11.2012.                                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.


Shri Rattan Singh, PIO-cum-Supdt. o/o DPI(S) alongwith 

Sh.Subhash Chawla, then PIO-cum-Supdt. O/o DPI(S), Pb., and  Sh.Kulwant Singh, SA, o/o DPI(S) - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


The complainant vide his RTI application dated 19.3.2012, 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, Superintendent.  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 23.5.2012 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 9.8.2012 when the complainant was not present. Similarly the complainant did not turn up on other fixed dates of hearing on 27.8.2012, 3.10.2012 and today. 


On 27.8.2012 after hearing the respondent-PIO, it was observed after the perusal of the information sought by the complainant that the same was highly voluminous in nature and attracted the provision of Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005 which provided as under:-




“7(9)
An information shall ordinarily be provided in the form in which it is sought unless it would disproportionately divert the resources of the public authority or would be detrimental to the safety or preservation of the record in question.”


In view of these facts, the complainant was afforded the last opportunity to plead his case either by appearing in person or through his representative so that specific information as was available on record could be provided in the public interest. It was also clearly mentioned that if he does not attend the Commission on the next fixed date, the information sought by him could also be denied under provisions of Section 7(9) of the RTI Act,2005. PIO-cum-Supdt. (Services-I) Branch Shri Subhash Chawla was also directed to be present on the next date of hearing.  



Again today the complainant did not appear before the Commission. Shri Subhash Chawla, PIO-cum-Supdt. (Services-I Branch) has stated that whatever information was available in the office record, was sent to the Complainant vide Memo.No.7/28-11-S1(3) dated 20.10.2012 under registered post. 


It is mentioned here that Central Information Commission vide judgment dated 25.2.2006 in Case No.10/1/2005-CIC Sarvjeet Rai Vs Delhi Development Authority has held that “if the information is not available in the particular form requested, it does not have to be created in the form sought by the applicant, and information under Section 2(f) includes information in any form available with a public authority and accessible.” 



Supreme Court in SLP (Civil) 27734 of 2012 decided on 3rd October,2012, has held that petitioner has not succeded in establising that information sought for is for larger public interest. So in this case similarly the complainant has failed to establise the larger public interest in seeking information.  


In view of above facts, complainant case is disposed of and closed.  
Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

  

Place: Chandigarh 



   ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:07.11.2012                                 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. 

Shri Bhagwant Singh, Asstt. Director, DPI(SE), Shri B.S.Bal, SA, Harpreet Singh, Clear, and Shri Rattan Singh Supdt. DPI(SE), Barnala - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER



This case was last heard on 27.8.2012 and direction was given to Sh.Bhagwant Singh, Assistant Director, Establishment-I Branch to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant free of cost under registered cover within a period of three weeks positively and the case was adjourned to 3.10.2012 and again for today for further hearing. 


During hearing today Shri Bhagwant Singh, Asstt. Director, DPI(SE) handed over the copies of the letters dated 1.11.2012 addressed to the District Attorney, Punjab, Chandigarh and letter dated 7.11.2012 addressed to the complainant Shri E.D.Nathaniel, perusal of these letters reveal that the Service Book of the complainant is with the Civil Court, Chandigarh in seniority case of Shri E.D.Nathaniel which have been asked for through the District Attorney, Punjab, Chandigarh by PIO. Perusal of these two documents reveals that the information sought by the complainant in his RTI application dated 13.11.2010 stands provided to him by the respondent-PIO to the extent it was available in the office record of the public authority. Hence no grounds are left which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act,2005, hence the case is disposed of and closed. 

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



        ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 07.11.2012.                                     State Information Commissioner
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 Khanna, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant.


None appeared for the respondents.
ORDER


Appellant vide RTI application dated 14.11.11, addressed to PIO, Office of DPI(Secondary Education), sought the following information:

He applied for the post of Library Restorer vide Registration No. 50043842, Category: Ex-Serviceman, Dependant – SC(MB).  He also appeared for the second counseling on 9.7.11 and the file handed over to Mrs.Raj Kumari, Scrutiny Officer for January 1, 2011 onwards.

By filing this application, the appellant wanted to know the status of his application vide which he applied for the post of Library Restorer.  Failing to get the information as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he also filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Principal Secretary, Department of School Education, Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter dated 30.12.11 and subsequently after sometime second appeal was filed with the Commission, received in it on 23.4.11 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 3.7.12 when it adjourned to 9.8.2012, 27.8.2012, 3.10,2012 and for today. 

On the last date of hearing i.e. 27.8.2012 the compensation of Rs..2000/- (Rupee two thousand only) was awarded to the appellant Shri Mandeep Singh for the loss and other detriments suffered by him in seeking the information and the Chairman-cum-Director S.C.E.R.T, Punjab was also directed to provide point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated  information to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of ten days. Shri Kapil Khanna, Advocate appeared for the appellant stated that his client has not yet received the compensation amount yet he received the complete information. The public authority o/o Director SCERT, is therefore, again directed to pay the compensation amount to the appellant within a period of 15 days in the shape of Bank Draft. 

The case is adjourned to 19.12.2012 at 11:00 AM.    

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 








                   Sd/-

 

Place: Chandigarh 



         ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated:07.11.2012.                                      State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Mrs.Surjit Kaur, 

Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab,
o/o 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)

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.Bhagwant , Assistant Director (School Admn.-I) along with Sh.Ashok Kumar, SA, O/o DPI(SE), Punjab - on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER



Appellant vide his RTI application dated 20.1.2012 addressed to Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of School Education, Chandigarh sought certain information on five points regarding promotion given to Shri 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 22.2.2012 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 1.3.2012 and preferred 2nd appeal with the Commission, received in it on 29.5.2012 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 14.8.2012 when the case was adjourned to 27.8.2012, 3.10.2012 and for today. 


This case was last heard on 27.8.2012 when a compensation to the tune of Rs.3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) was awarded under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act,2005 to the appellant Sh.Mohit Diwan, for the financial loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant.  This compensation amount was to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. DPI(SE), Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Building, Sector-62, Mohali within a period of one month in the shape of Bank draft and the case was adjourned for today for further hearing. 



The information stands supplied to the appellant vide letter dated 17.9.2012. However, the compensation still remains to be paid. DPI(SE) public authority is therefore, directed to pay the compensation amount as directed in the order dated 27.8.2012 within a period of 15 days without fail. Shri Bhagwant Singh, Assistant Director (Secondary Education), Punjab shall produce the copy of the Bank Draft supported by letter indicating the payment of compensation to the appellant on the next date of hearing. 



Adjourned to 2.1.2013 at 11:00 AM.   


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh 



      ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 07.11.2012                                   State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
i)
Sh. Kamal Garg, PCS,

               

Director of Public Instructions, (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector-62,

Mohali. 



ii)
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

Sh. Mehar Chand

s/o Sh. Milkhi Ram,

Dheer wali Street,

Mansa.

 

  

    

 …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

SCERT,
Punjab School Education Board Building 
Sector-62, Mohali.
2.
Public Information Officer,


Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,


Sector 62,


SAS Nagar (Mohali)


 
        

 …Respondents

CC- 1112/12

Present:
None for the parties.

ORDER



The complainant, vide application dated 17.02.2012 addressed to the Director, State Council of Education Research & Training Institute (SCERT), Punjab- respondent, sought information as to whether the self-financed private institute namely: The Milkha Singh Education Institute,  Bareta (Mansa) is regd./recognized by the Board for the Elementary Teachers Training (ETT) or not.   Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act,2005, the present complaint was filed with the Commission vide his letter dated 18.4.2012 received in it on 26.04.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 3.7.2012 for hearing. Subsequently it was also heard on  30.8.2012, 3.10.2012 and today. 


During last hearing, final opportunity was given to the PIO to provide complete relevant information to the complainant duly attested under a registered cover within a fortnight and under intimation of Commission. 


Today the case file has been perused. It transpires that the relevant information have been sent to the complainant by the PIO-cum-Deputy Director(Evaluation) office of the Director, SCERT, Punjab vide letter No.9/122-12Diet(3) dated 1.10.2012. 


It is further observed that the complainant never appeared on any of the hearings taken place in this case. Since the information stands provided, no further grounds are left which are required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.
                                                                                         Sd/-
Chandigarh





(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 07.11.2012


         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Bakhshish Singh,

Vill Sadhewal, P.O. Ganguwal,,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar.      




            Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Board of Technical 

Education & Industrial Training,

Sector 36-A, Chandigarh.  

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, 

Technical Education (ITI Wing), Punjab, 

Sector 36-A, Chandigarh



    Respondents

CC No. 1002  of 2012

Present:
None for the Complainant.


Sh.Sandeep Bajaj, Dy. Director, Punjab State Board of Technical Education, Punjab - on behalf of Respondents.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 5.7.12, Sh.Sandeep Bajaj, Dy. Director, appearing on behalf of Respondent, stated that the information demanded by the complainant is to be provided by the Director, Technical Education (ITI Wing), Punjab, Sector 36-A, Chandigarh and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing by directing the PIO office of the Director Technical Education & Industrial Training(ITI Wing), Punjab, Sector 36-A, Chandigarh to be personally present during the hearing and case was adjourned to 6.9.12, 3.10.2012 and today for further proceedings.


A letter dated 26.10.2012 has been received in the Commission office from the complainant wherein it has been mentioned that though he has received the copy of the certificate issued by the Punjab State Board of Technical Education and Industrial Training (ITI Wing), Sector 36-A, Chandigarh but the same is incorrect as the marks obtained have been mentioned as 209/400 whereas the same should be as 209/300.  Therefore, provided information is incomplete and misleading.  

In view of this fact it is presumed that there are sufficient grounds which are required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act,2005. 


Therefore, PIO office of the Punjab State Board of Technical Education and Industrial Training, Sector 36-A, Chandigarh shall be personally present on the next date of hearing with complete record. 


Shri Sandeep Bajaj, Deputy Director, Punjab State Board of Technical Education, Punjab, Sector 36-A, Chandigarh shall also be present on the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 2.1.2013 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.



Copy of the orders be sent to the parties.

                                                                                         Sd/-






           

Place: Chandigarh 


               (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 07.11.2012             

State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
i)
Public Information Officer,




O/o Director, 




Punjab State Board of Technical Education(IT Wing)
 


& Industrial Training, 




Sector 36-A, Chandigarh



ii)
Sh. Sandeep Bajaj, 




Deputy Director, 

Punjab State Board of Technical Education , Punjab,

Sector 36-A,  




Chandigarh




- for compliance.

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.

Mrs Rajinder Kaur, BPEO, Pakhowal Block at Gujjarwal, Tehsil & District Ludhiana - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 9.8.12 Block Primary Education Officer, Pakhowal Block at Gujjarwal, Tehsil & District Ludhiana was directed to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant free of cost under registered cover and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing. 



Today Smt. Rajinder Kaur,BPEO, Pakhowal Block at Gujjarwal, Tehsil and District Ludhiana delivered a copy of letter No.1079 dated 6.11.2012 mentioning therein that the Service Book of Smt. Kirpal Kaur along with request letter has been sent by her vide letter No.1072 dated 30.10.2012 to the District Education Officer (Elementary Education), Ludhiana for further necessary action. She also supplied copy of this letter to the complainant Shri Ajmer Singh in the Commission itself. She further said that she has only taken over charge of BPEO, Pakhowal Block last month that is why some delay has been caused in supplying the information which is not deliberate in any manner. 


Since the information sought by the complainant based on the office record stands supplied to him, there seems to be no grounds left which are further required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and the case is disposed of and closed.  



Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


                 (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 07.11.2012             

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajinder Kumar,
Ward No. 10-A, Near Jindal Public School,

Dhuri (Distt. Sangrur).

    

 
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o I.G.  Police (Hqrs)

Punjab Police Headquarters, 

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 
       

 
 

   …Respondent

CC- 431/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Rajinder Kumar in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Hari Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO; Ms. Virpal Kaur, Inspector and Rajiv Kumar, Head Constable. 



The complainant vide RTI application dated 17.10.2011 addressed to the IGP (HQs) Punjab Police, Sector 9, Chandigarh by enclosing a format having 10 columns sought information on four points pertaining to out of turn promotions done in the Police Department by the respective DGPs/other officers.  Failing to get timely response within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act,2005, he issued a reminder to the PIO-cum-IGP on 06.12.2011 and on having no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission received in its office on 14.2.2012 and accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 17.5.2012 and after hearing both the parties it was observed that Shri Rajinder Kumar complainant was provided partial information on Point No.1 only and no other information was provided on Point No. 2 to 4. 



Shri Parshotam Kumar, Head Constable appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO then had stated that the matter has been discussed by the IGP (Admn) with other officers, since the information sought by the complainant is quite voluminous, therefore, one month’s time may be given. Accordingly therefore the case was adjourned to 20.6.2012 for further hearing and subsequently was heard on 25.7.2012, 11.9.2012, 17.10.2012 and today. Despite number of hearings held, outcome of the case remained almost the same as no pointwise, correct, complete duly attested information stood provided to the complainant, so on  the last date of hearing i.e. 17.10.2012 the information to be provided to the complainant was discussed in detail with Shri Hari Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO who assured that pointwise complete, correct and duly attested information shall be supplied to the complainant in the enclosed format before the next date of hearing.  However, during hearing today after the perusal of the provided information it is observed that neither the same is  pointwise nor the officer-wise during whose period the discretionary promotions were made in different categories of non-gazetted Police officials Thus vague information from which no substantial conclusion  could  be gathered was provided to the complainant in respect of RTI application dated 17.10.2011 of Rajinder Kumar, despite lapse of one year period. 

Though there are sufficient grounds which would have been looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act,2005 but I am of the considered view that a right of appeal is always a creature of statute – A right of appeal is a right of entering a superior forum for invoking its aid and interposition to correct errors of the inferior forum –It is a very valuable right –Therefore, when the statute confers such a right to appeal that must be exercised by a person who is aggrieved by reason of refusal to be furnished with the information. 

Since, Shri Rajinder Kumar has approached the Commission in a complaint, the Commission feels that there is still an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 to the complainant which he has not availed in the instant case. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the chance to review the PIO’s order as envisaged under the RTI Act. Hence the present case is relegated to the First Appellate Authority-cum-ADGP (Admn.) Shri M.K.Tiwari,IPS with the direction to treat the copy of the complaint filed by the complainant as the first appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act after giving all concerned parties i.e. the Complainant and the PIO an opportunity of being heard. 

The complainant Sh. Rajinder Kumar  has been directed to appear before Shri M.K.Tewari,IPS, ADGP (Admn), -cum- FAA, Punjab Police (HQs), Sector 9, Chandigarh on 4.12.2012 at 11:00 AM. ADGP(Admn) shall also summon Shri Rajinder Kumar complainant on this date officially for appearing before him so that he does not feel any inconvenience and after perusal of the provided information by PIO and hearing both the parties, the FAA  shall dispose of the first appeal within a period of 30 days as provided under Section 19(6) of the RTI Act,2005.

After first appeal is decided by FAA, by passing a speaking order and ensuring the providing of pointwise correct, complete and duly attested information free of cost to the appellant Sh. Rajinder Kumar. Shri Rajinder Kumar shall still  have  remedy of 2nd appeal to him at his discretion, before the Commission under section 19(3) of RTI Act, 2005.

The case is accordingly disposed of. 

  






Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 07.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Shri M.K.Tewari,IPS                                        Under Regd. Cover.
Additional Director General of Police
(Admn)-cum- FAA,

O/O DGP , Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector-9, Chandigarh. 

-For necessary compliance.
