                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Ajit Singh Randhawa,

434-L, Model Town,

Jalandhar.                                                                                Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Public Service Commission,

Punjab, Patiala.                                                                        Respondent

                                                          CC No. 2928  of 2012

Present:
Shri Ajit Singh Randhawa, Complainant. 


For the Respondent: Shri Kesar Singh, Law Officer. 

ORDER:



Shri Ajit Singh Randhawa, Complainant vide his RTI application dated 27.07.2012 addressed to the PIO o/o Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala sought photo copies of complete noting in respect of Punjab Government references and decisions taken from time to time regarding the selection process of PCS(EB) by way of nomination for 2001 batch in respect of Register A-1 candidates during the year 2001. 


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 25.9.2012.


Perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Shri Kesar Singh, Law Officer appearing on behalf of the respondent-PIO states that the complainant has a remedy of availing first appeal before the First Appellate Authority in the Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala. 



After perusal of documents on record and hearing both the parties, it is, however, noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that in the instant case, the Complainant has failed to avail the same. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the PIO’s decision, as envisaged under the RTI Act or to pass his own order. 
 

In this view of the matter, it is directed that the complaint of the complainant may be treated as first appeal by the designated First Appellate Authority who shall decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned. 


The complainant is directed to appear before the First Appellate Authority of the Punjab Public Service Commissioner, Patiala on 24.12.2012 at 11:00 AM. 


If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the complainant Shri Ajit Singh Randhawa will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission in the same case, as per provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 12.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Suresh Kumar Jham,

s/o Shri Raj Kumar Chamb,

Opposite Town Hall, 

# 24/5, The Mall Road,
Ferozepur City.                                                                              Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent, 

Personnel Policies-I Branch,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.                                                                                     Respondent

                                                          CC No. 2930  of 2012
Present:

None on behalf of complainant.

Shri Rajesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. P.P.I Br., Deptt. of Personnel, Punjab Civil Sectt. On behalf of PIO.

Order




The complainant Shri Suresh Kumar Jham vide an RTI application dated 23.8.2012, addressed to the PIO office of the  Secretary to Government of Punjab, Deptt. of Personnel, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh  sought  certain information on two points on mandatory typing  test rerquired for the recruitment of clerks in the various departments prior to the notification dated 17.8.2011. He was supplied the requisite information by the Respondent vide memo no. 19/58/2012-4PP1/742, dated 10.9.2012, within the stipulated time period. Not satisfied with the supplied information, he filed a complaint before the Commission on 26.9.2012, received in its office on 21.09.2012, accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Shri Rajesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. P.P.I Br., appearing on behalf of PIO have also produced the copy of the supplied information alongwith the letter issued vide  Memo no. 19/58/2012-4PP1/990, dated 10.12.2012, which reveals that the RTI information as sought, have been supplied to the complainant. 

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








Sd/-

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 12.12.2012



State Information Commissioner Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri J.K.Dhir, WareHouse Manager (Retd)

# 20, Guru Har Krishan Nagar,

Basti Guzan, Jalandhar-144002.                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing  Corporation Ltd.,

74-75, Bank Square, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh.                                                                                   Respondent

                                                          CC No. 2944   of 2012

Present: 

Shri J.K.Dhir, complainant in person.

Shri Gurpreet Singh, APIO –cum- Technical Assistant o/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Chandigarh.

Order




Complainant Shri J.K.Dhir vide an RTI application dated 21.5.2012, addressed to the PIO  o/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Chandigarh  sought an action taken report on his following registered letters sent by him to the M.D. Punjab state Warehousing Corporation, Chandigarh :-  

	Sr. No
	Regd. Letters dated
	.                   Subject



	1
	9.5.2011
	To refund the deducted amount from my court 

	2.
	2.6.2011
	salary/stoppage of two annual incrementswith

	3.
	11.7.2011
	commulative effect as per decision of Hon’ble

	4.
	9.1.2012
	(except Rs. 105740/ refunded)



	1.
	11.7.2011
	Release of old age allowance w.e.f. 1.8.11

	2.
	21.3.2012


	

	1.
	20.12.2010
	Release of L.T.C.

	2.
	17.1.2011
	Photocopies of Noting portion/orders on the 

	3.
	21.3.2012
	subject if any.




Failing to get any information within a stipulated period  of  30 days as mandatory under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005,   he filed  first appeal with Shri G.S.Dhillon,  First Appellate Authority o/o  Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Chandigarh  on 26.7.2012. On having  no response, he filed 2nd appeal with the Commission vide letter dated 22.9.2012, received in its office on  26.9.2012. Accordingly notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

APIO Shri Gurpreet Singh states that the information relating to  registered letters dated 11.7.2011, 20.3.2012, 17.1.11 & 21.3.2012 have been supplied vide letter dated 12.12.2012, while  information regarding  Regd. letters dated 9.5.2011, 2.6.2011, 11.7.2011 & 9.1.2012, is yet to be supplied. 


After hearing, taking into account the scant attention of the respondent-PIO to the notice issued by the Commission and for providing incomplete information, PIO o/o M.D.  Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Chandigarh is hereby issued a show cause notice for explaining in writing by filing an affidavit as to why a penalty under the provisions of  Section 20(1) 20(2) of RTI Act, 2005, be not imposed on him till the information is furnished and as to why compensation to the appellant be not paid under provisions section 19 (8)(b) of RTI act, 2005, for loss and other detriments suffered by him..  

Shri Ravinder Pal Singh, IAS, M.D. Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Chandigarh is hereby directed to appoint the PIO immediately and direct him to supply the requisite remaining information to the appellant forth with, free of cost under registered cover within a period of 10 days. He may also be directed to be present on the next date of hearing along with one spare copy of the information supplied to the appellant for Commission record. 

Adjourned to 24.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 12.12.2012



State Information Commissioner,Punjab


Copy to :-

Shri Ravinder Pal Singh, IAS, M.D. 

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, 

Chandigarh.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Subhash Kumar s/o Shri Tipar Chand,

R/o # B-XI/2056, Near L.B.S.College,

Gali No. 1, Barnala-148101.                                                              Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Barnala                                                                                               Respondent

                                                          CC No. 2952  of 2012

Present:
Shri Subhash Bansal, Complainant  in person. 



None for Respondent.

ORDER


The complainant vide an RTI application dated 4.7.2012, addressed to APIO o/o Deputy Commissioner, Barnala, sought the information concerning breadth of the road leading  from  Barnala I.T.I. Chowk to Dhanaula in Barnala sub-division. He also sought the copy of Massavi  of the above said road.  Failing to get any information within a stipulated period of 30 days as mandatory under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005,   he filed the complaint in the Commission, received in its office on 26.9.2012. Accordingly notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


The case file has been perused, it is observed that the letter dated 11.12.12 has been received in the commission,s office from the APIO –cum- Asstt. Commissioner (Genl), o/o Deputy Commissioner, Barnala, wherein it has been mentioned that since the RTI information sought by the complainant did not relate to their office therefore this RTI application was transferred vide letter no. 308/RTI/1030 dated 6.7.2012, to the  Executive Engineer, P.W.D. (B&R) Barnala,  under the provisions of  section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005,  for providing the information directly to the complainant. 

However, the Executive Engineer PWD (B&R) Barnala  further returned this RTI application to this office saying that this information is to be supplied by the Executive Engineer Central Works Division, Patiala, therefore it has again been transferred under the provisions of section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005, vide letter no. 308/RTI/1215, dated 2.8.2012 to the Executive Engineer Central Works Division, Patiala for supplying this information directly to the complainant. The complainant has also been apprised vide  letter No.1216/RTI,  dated 2.8.2012 for seeking this information directly from the Executive Engineer Central Works Division, Patiala.


Shri Subhash  Kumar Bansal have been therefore advised to seek this information from concerned Public Authority, and if not thus satisfied with provided information, shall be at liberty to  file Ist appeal with first Appellate Authority under the provisions of section 19(1) of RTI Act, 2005 and if still aggrieved, he can approach the Commission in the same case under Section 19(3) of RTI Act, 2005 in a second appeal. 


With these observations, this complaint is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 12.12.2012



State Information Commissioner,Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurmail Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 120, 

Judicial Courts  Complex, 

Nabha, Distt. Patiala.                                                                Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Civil Supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Patiala.                                                                                        Respondent

                                                          CC No. 2970     of 2012

Present:
 None on behalf of complainant.



Shri Vivek Singla, Inspector  o/o DFSC Patiala.

ORDER



The Complainant Sh. Gurmail  Singh vide an RTI application dated 12.4.2012 addressed to the DFSC Patiala sought  information on 2 points pertaining to the booking of cooking Gas cylinders and Instructions   relating to the issuance of  new connection of cooking gas.  Failing to get any information within a stipulated period of 30 days as mandatory under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005,   he filed the complaint in the Commission, received in its office on 27.9.2012. Accordingly notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.



Shri Vivek Singla, Inspector office of DFSC, Patiala, appearing on behalf of PIO –cum- DFSC Patiala states that the requisite information was supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 25.4.2012 and 18.6.2012. He has  delivered  the photo copies of the letters  under the signatures of DFSC Patiala vide which the information has been supplied to the complainant,  for the record of the commission. 



The perusal of the supplied information reveals that the same is complete. Neither  the complainant is present today and nor any thing has been heard from him despite the issuance of notice vide letter no. 13750, dated 26.10.2012, for  hearing of this complaint today. Therefore, it is presumed that the complainant is satisfied with the supplied information, accordingly the case is disposed of and closed. 








Sd/-

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 12.12.2012



State Information Commissioner Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Kumar,

# 107, Ravinder Nagar, 

P.O. Tower Town Colony,

Jalandhar City-144014.                                                           Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, 

Department of Food Civil Supplies &

Consumer Affairs, Punjab, 

Jeevandeep,  Building,

Sector 17, Chandigarh-160017.                                               Respondent

                                                          CC No. 2975  of 2012

Present:
None on behalf of complainant.

 Shri Gurkitat Singh, Asstt. Controller Finance & Accounts o/o Dir. Food   Supplies, Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of PIO.  

Order



The complainant Shri Kuldip Kumar  vide an RTI application dated 22.8.2012, addressed to the PIO o/o Director, Department of Food Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs ,Punjab,  sought the following  information :-

(i)
A typed copy duly authenticated of whw' BzL n?;HJ//H(p$cz)FphHihHF1F12$288 fwsh                                   17-02-2012.

(ii)
Photo copy of judgment of CWP no. 9572 of 2002 as referred in your whw' Bzpo n?;HJ//H(piN$czv)FphHihHF1F2012$288 fwsh   22-03-2012.

(iii)
Photo copies of judgments of CWP No. 913, 914 of 2002 and No. 23314 of 2011  as referred in your n?;HJ//H(piN$czv)FphHihHF1F12$288 fwsh 17-02-2012.

   

 Failing to get any information within a stipulated period of 30 days as mandatory under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005,   he filed the complaint in the Commission, received in its office on 27.9.2012. Accordingly notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.



The case file has been perused and it is observed that the requisite information stands supplied to the complainant vide letter no.  995 dated 20.9.2012 The perusal of the supplied information reveals that the same is complete. Neither  the complainant is present today and nor any thing has been heard from him despite the issuance of notice vide letter no. 13752, dated 26.10.2012, for  hearing of this complaint today. Therefore, it is presumed that the complainant is satisfied with the supplied information, accordingly the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 12.12.2012



State Information Commissioner, Punjab 

                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar s/o Late Shri Bihari Lal,

13/290/9A, M.C. Colony, Hissar Road,

Sirsa-125055 (Haryana).                                                               Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies 

& Consumer Affairs Controller,

Fazilka.                                                                                            Respondent

                                                          CC No. 3004  of 2012
Present:
Shri Raj Kumar, Complainant. 

For the Respondent: Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Inspector Food & Supplies, Fazilka. 

ORDER:



Shri Raj Kumar, Complainant vide his RTI application dated 29.06.2012 addressed to the D.F.S.C., Fazilka sought the information on three points pertaining to the issuance of Ration Cards to Shri Bihari Lal son of Sh.Buta Ram resident of Mandi Ladhoka, Fazilka, Shri Vinod Kumar son of Shri Bihari Lal resident of Mandi Ladhoka, Fazila and Shri Vinod Kumar son of Shri Bihari Lal residents of Radha Swami Colony, Cantt. Road, Fazila. 

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 1.10.2012.



Perusal of the file revealed 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 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


The perusal of the letter No.895 dated 29.11.2012 received in the Commission under the signatures of D.F.S.C, Fazilka shows that the necessary RTI information has been supplied to the complainant wherein it has also been mentioned that the old record of Ration Cards pertaining to the year 1988 onwards is not available in the office and present position of ration cards issued have been intimated to the complainant. Thus information based on and available in the record, stands supplied. 
 

If complainant is still not satisfied with provided information he is at liberty to file first appeal before the designated First Appellate Authority under provisions of Section 19(1) of RTI Act,2005 who shall decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned. 


If, thereafter appellant-complainant still feel dissatisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., he will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.



With these observations case is closed/disposed of. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 12.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Prem Singh s/o Shri Ram Singh,

# 426/B, Gali No. 6, Jujhar Nagar, 

Patiala.                                                                                       Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Civil Supplies & 

Consumer Affairs Controller, Sangrur.                                       Respondent

                                                          CC No.3014  of 2012

Present:
None for the Complainant. 

For the Respondent: Shri Hardev Singh Rathi, AFSO, Sangrur. 

ORDER:



Shri Prem Singh, Complainant vide his RTI application dated 10.8.2011 addressed to the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur sought certain information, pertaining to ration card issued to Mrs Manjit Kaur daughter of Sucha Singh wife of Prem Singh resident of resident of H.No.310, Basti Ajit Nagar, near Dharampal Advocate, Barnala Road, Sangrur. 



This RTI application of the complainant was transferred by the PIO-cum-DRO, Sangrur vide letter No.1582 dated 16.8.2011 to PIO-cum-D.F.S.C., Sangrur under the provision of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act,2005 to DFSC, Sangrur for providing the requisite information directly to the complainant. 

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 1.10.2012 and notice of hearing was issued to parties for today.



The case file has been perused and it is observed that the requisite information, as per record, has been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 14.6.2012 under the signatures of AFSC, Sangrur.   



Neither the complainant is present today nor anything have been heard from him in spite of notice No.13753 dated 26.10.2012. 



Shri Hardev Singh Rathi, AFSO, Sangrur has stated that record of Ration Cards issued prior to 1993 have been destroyed.  Supplied information since is based on available record, case is, therefore, disposed of/closed.  









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 12.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123 





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone ‘A’,

Ludhiana



        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 2529/12

Present:
None for the Complainant.

For the Respondent: Shri Kamlesh Bansal, Zonal Commissioner, MC, Ludhiana.




….

ORDER:



Complainant Shri Tejinder Singh vide an RTI application dated 14.06.2012 addressed to the respondent, sought information on four points pertaining to RTI applications received/disposal of etc. pertaining to house tax for the period from December,2011 to 13.6.2012.



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 31.08.2012 asserting that no information has so far been provided. 



The case file has been perused. Shri Kamlesh Bansal, Zonal Commissioner, Zone-A, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has been heard. It is observed that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant on 29.10.2012 and the complainant has acknowledged the receipt of the same in writing showing his full satisfaction with the provided information. 


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 12.12.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

No. 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141003 





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Department of Personnel & General Administration (IAS Branch)

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh




        
 
   …Respondent

CC- 2525/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Sham Lal, Sr. Asstt. 



Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira, vide application dated 20.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, sought under the RTI Act, 2005 information on four points pertaining to the item ‘Land rows yield a big harvest for Punjab official’ published in Hindustan Times dated 24.05.2012.



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 31.08.2012 asserting that no information has so far been provided. 



Perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 31.10.2012.



On the last date of hearing i.e. 31.10.2012 Sh. Sham Lal, appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO and had stated that the information sought by the complainant is ready and the same can be had by the applicant-complainant upon deposit of additional document charges and the same were intimated to the complainant within the time limit specified under the RTI Act,2005. In view of this fact the case was adjourned to today for further hearing, under intimation to the Complainant.  



Complainant is not present today.  Shri Sham Lal, Senior Assistant appearing on behalf of respondent-PIO office of the Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Personnel, (IAS Branch), Chandigarh delivered a copy of letter Memo.No. 19/41/12-IAS(2)/4656 dated 10.12.2012 vide which the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant on deposit of additional fee and who has acknowledged the receipt of the same under his signatures and has shown his full satisfaction of the provided information and has also requested for disposing of the case. 


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 12.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Mandeep Kaur

w/o Sh. Balkaran Singh,

VPO Seerwali,

Tehsil & Distt. Muktsar
    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Phase 8,

Mohali.



        
 

              …Respondent

CC- 1336/12

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.
For the Respondent: Smt. Surjit Kaur, Deputy Director (Vocation)-cum-Chairman Selection Committee and Sh. Baljit Singh, Superintendent and 


This is in continuation to order dated 30.10.2012. Both Mrs Surjit Kaur, Deputy Director (Vocation)-cum-Chairman Selection Committee and Mrs Punkaj Sharma, Deputy Director, School Education, Punjab have been heard. Mrs. Surjit Kaur has stated that the requisite information as per registered post has already been supplied to the complainant Mrs Mandeep Kaur by the then Deputy Director, SCERT Mrs Neelam Bhagat (since retired), as was available on their record, with a copy of the same to the Commission for perusal. 



It is observed that despite affording opportunities to the complainant on 29.10.2012, 30.10.2012 and today to represent his case either in person or through authorized representative, none has preferred to attend the Commission for the redressal of grievance, if any, in the provided information. 

Therefore, presuming provided information to be complete as per record,  case is closed/disposed of.  








Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 12.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Chander

85, Shivaji Nagar-2,

Dhagu Road,

Pathankot-145001

    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Phase 8,

Mohali.



        
 

              …Respondent

CC- 1113/12

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.


For the Respondent: Shri Jai Singh Rana, Sr. Assistant. 



In this case, Sh. Ramesh Chander, vide his RTI application dated 28.02.2012 addressed to the Respondent-PIO sought information regarding admissibility of child care relief to the female employees working in the Education Department,  in  compliance with the  Personal Department letter No. 26/2011-6 dated 22.12.2011.



Failing to get timely response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he approached the Commission by filing the present complaint, received in its office on 26.04.2012.



Since there were sufficient grounds to enquire into the matter, notice was issued to both the parties for 12.07.2012. 



In all the hearings held so far on 12.07.2012, 30.08.2012, 04.10.2012 and today, neither the complainant nor the respondent came present. Even perusal of case file recall that no information has been supplied so far.   


As such, Mrs. Sudesh Kumari, PIO-cum-Superintendent, (Establishment-2 Branch) O/o D.P.I. (S.E), Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Building, Phase 8, Mohali is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on her till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  She may take note that in case she does not file her written reply and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex parte. 



DPI (Schools) is directed to supply the lists of PIOs along with their designation who were responsible for supply information in this complaint case. 


PIO is further directed to ensure her personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records; and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


PIO is further directed to bring list of PIOs along with their tenure since the RTI application was filed. 


Adjourned to 24.1.2012 at 11:00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 12.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy be sent to following under registered cover:

(1)
Ms. Sudesh Kumari,


PIO-cum-Superintendent,


(Establishment-2 Branch)


O/o D.P.I. (S.E), Punjab,


Punjab School Education Board Building,

           Phase 8, Mohali.

(2)
Shri Kamal Kumar Garg, PCS


D.P.I.(Schools)


Punjab School Education Board Building, 


Sector 62, Mohali.

For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 12.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

