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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmeet Singh s/o Late Shri Arjan Singh,

Vill. Bharonjian P.O. Mullanpur Garibdass, 

Distt. S.A.S.Nagar.         
                                                                           Complainant
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Civil Supplies Corporation,

(PUNSUP). Amritsar.                                                                               Respondent
CC No.  2101 of 2012

Present:
1.  Sh.Gurmit Singh, complainant, in person.
                    2.  Sh.Hoshiar Singh, SA O/o DM, PUNSUP, Amritsar – on behalf of the    Respondent. 

Order


Complainant Shri Gurmeet Singh vide his RTI application dated 15.2.12, addressed to PIO, Office of PUNSUP, Amritsar sought following information on three points. 

i) Copy of LPC received from DM Ludhiana and the balance amount of recovery mentioned therein;
ii) Amount deducted monthly from pay against recovery;

iii) Copy of LPC sent to DM, PUNSUP, Nawanshahr at the time of his transfer to Nawanshahr in 2002, and the balance amount of recovery mentioned in it.
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 26.7.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Both the parties have been heard.  Sh.Hoshiar Singh, SA O/o DM, PUNSUP, Amritsar, appearing on behalf of Respondent-PIO delivers a copy of letter No.1494 dated 31.8.12 vide which requisite RTI information stands provided to the Complainant.

Complainant states that he has received complete information and he is satisfied with the provided information, therefore, his case may be disposed of and closed.


In view of the facts that the Complainant has shown full satisfaction with the information provided by the Respondent-PIO, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



                              ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 12.09.12.                                                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmeet Singh s/o Late Shri Arjan Singh,

Vill. Bharonjian P.O. Mullanpur Garibdass, 

Distt. S.A.S.Nagar.         
                                                                Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Civil Supplies Corporation,

(PUNSUP).Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.                                         Respondent
                                                                   CC No.  2102 of 2012

Present:
1.  Sh.Gurmit Singh, complainant, in person.
                    2.  Sh.Jugal Kishore, Senior Auditor-cum-DDM(Accounts) O/o DM, PUNSUP, Nawanshahr – on behalf of the    Respondent. 

Order


Complainant Shri Gurmeet Singh vide his RTI application dated 15.2.12, addressed to PIO, Office of PUNSUP, Nawanshahr sought following information on five points. 

i) LPC received from District Manager, Amritsar;

ii) Amount of recovery related to District Nawanshahar and withheld salary;

iii) Monthwise recovery effected from salary;

iv) Copy of order relating to grant of increments 2006, 07, 08 and total arrear thereof;

v) Benefits of pay/medical/gratuity, leave encashment on account of revising of pay scale 2006.

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 26.7.12, and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Both the parties have been heard. The case file has been perused.  It is observed that the requisite information complete in all respects has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No.1287 dated 30.8.12.

Complainant Sh.Gurmeet Singh, acknowledges the receipt of information sought by him and states that he is satisfied with the information provided by the Respondent-PIO.  He has also given in writing under his signatures to file his cases in CC No.2101 of 2012 and 2102 of 2012.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh 



                              ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 12.09.12.                                                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

1. 
Shri Krishan Kumar s/o Shri Sadhu Ram,

r/o 101-A, New Generation Apartment, 

Zirakpur, Distt. Mohali.
2.
Shri Bishwa Vasu, s/o Sh, Sadhu Ram,

Chamber No. 144, Judicial Courts Complex,

Nabha, Distt. Patiala.                                                                   Complainants                
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Nabha,

Distt. Patiala.                                                                                      Respondent

                                                                   CC No. 2115 of 2012

Present:
1.  Shri Bishwa Vasu, - for the complainants.
                     2.  S/Sh.Joginder Singh, Kango, Nabha along with Kuldip Singh, Patwari for the Respondents.
Order


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 23.3.12, addressed to SDM, Nabha sought following information:

“That he along with his brother executed a Registered Mortgage on 10.1.1962 for the land measuring 42 Bigha and 14 visva in Village Kalihana, Tehsil Nabha.  On the basis of this registered mortgage, Mutation No.371 dated 20.4.62 was entered in the Revenue record, which was incorporated in the Jamabandi in the year 1962-63.  But the said Intkaal No.371 has not been incorporated in the Jamabandi for the year 1967-68 onwards”.
By filing this RTI application, Complainant wanted to know the present status of the Intqal. 
The case file has been perused today during hearing.  It is observed that Tehsildar, Nabha vide his letter No.45/RTI dated 20.3.12 had sent the requisite RTI information to the Complainant.  However, not satisfied with the information provided, Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 27.7.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Both the parties have been heard.  Shri Bishwa Vasu, Advocate/Complainant, Judicial Court, Nabha, who is present in person states that he has received the requisite information from Tehsildar Nabha and is satisfied, therefore, his RTI application may be filed.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties.









      Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh 



                              ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 12.09.12.                                                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Sajjan Singh s/o sh. Sant Ram,

Vill. Ranwal, P.O. Dinanagar,

Tehsil  & Distt. Gurdaspur.                                                                        Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Civil Supplies Corporation,

(PUNSUP). Gurdaspur.                                                                             Respondent
                                                                   CC No. 2120 of 2012

Present:
1.  Shri  Sajjan Singh ,complainant in person.

2.  For the Respondent -  Sh.Ajit Lal, Sr.Auditor, O/o DM, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur.
Order

Complainant Shri  Sajjan Singh, vide his RTI application dated 12.6.12, addressed to PIO, Office of District Manager, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur sought following information for the period from April, 1974 to date:

“As per office record, how many employees were deputed as Chowkidars on adhoc basis at PUNSUP Centre, Pathankot and for how much time, they remained on duty as such and date on which first regular Watchman (chowkidar) joined at PUNSUP Centre, Pathankot.”
 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 27.7.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Complainant states that the registered letter containing the RTI application dated 12.6.12, addressed to PIO, O/o DM, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur, was received back by him with the remarks of the postal authorities as “Refused”, which shows the conduct of the Respondent-PIO.

Sh.Ajit Lal, PIO-cum-Sr.Auditor, O/o DM, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur, states that he has received copy of the RTI application of the Complainant with the notice issued by the Commission for today.  He also agrees that information has not been provided to the Complainant till date.

i) Sh.Ajit Lal, PIO-cum-Sr.Auditor, O/o DM, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur. is directed to file an self attested affidavit explaining in  writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information to the Complainant;

ii) He is also 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.

iii) Sh.Parveen Jain, DM, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur shall ensure that the requisite RTI information is provided by Sh.Ajit Lal, PIO-cum-Sr.Auditor, O/o DM, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur, to the Complainant immediately.

iv) Both Sh.Parveen Jain, DM, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur and Sh.Ajit Lal, PIO-cum-Sr.Auditor, O/o DM, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur, shall be present in person on the next date of hearing with one spare copy of the information provided to the Complainant for information and record of the Commission.


Adjourned to 18.10.12 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh 



                              ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 12.09.12.                                                    State Information Commissioner
Copy to:    i)
Sh.Parveen Jain, 

District Manager, PUNSUP, 

Gurdaspur 

ii) Sh.Ajit Lal, 

PIO-cum-Sr.Auditor, 

 O/o District Manager, PUNSUP, 

Gurdaspur 

- for compliance.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Tejinder Singh, Journalist,

Plot No. 40, Vill. Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123.          
                                                                           Complainant
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO 47-48, Sector 17 E,

Chandigarh.                                                                                             Respondent
                                                                   CC No.  2122 of 2012

Present:
1.  None for the complainant.


2.  Mr.Jacob Pratap, Dy.Labour Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh along with Mr.Tarsem Chand, APIO-cum-Labour Inspector Grade-I, Circle-7, Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent.
Order

Complainant vide his RTI application dated 23.5.12, addressed to PIO-cum-Labour Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh, sought status report of his complaint sent vide No.2009/Labour/MSS/2011 dated 22.9.11, against Mukesh Sweet Shop, SCO 143, Urban Estate, Jamalpur, Ludhiana who had deployed under-age labourer in their shop.  He had also sought the name of the official, who raided the said sweet shop and child labourers were got freed and also sought the final report on it.


The said RTI application of the Complainant was transferred to PIO-cum-Dy.Labour Commissioner, Ludhiana vide letter No.18/2/12/G-1/RTI/15031 dated 8.7.12 under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, for sending the requisite information directly to the Complainant. The Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on  27.7.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


The case file has been perused.  It is observed tht Labour Inspector Grade-I, Circle-7, Ludhiana vide letter No.191 dated 20.7.12 has sent the requisite information to the Complainant wherein it has been mentioned that the task force raided the said shop on 18.11.11 on receipt of complaint and during checking of the shop, no child labour was found working there.  The record available in the Commission’s file also reveal that PIO-cum- Labour & Conciliation Officer, Ludhiana, Circle-3 vide letter No.2141 dated 28.8.12 has also informed the Complainant by enclosing copy of the report dated 20.7.2012, received from Labour Inspector Grade-I, Circle 7, Ludhiana.


Since the information sought by the Complainant stands provided to him and nothing contrary has been heard from him, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh 



                              ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 12.09.12.                                                    State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ramesh Chand Thakur,

s/o sh. Sunder Singh Thakur, 

# 1740/32-C,   Bank Colony, 

Near Bhatia School, Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana.        
                                                                                  Appellant

Vs. 

       Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  

First Appellate Authority,                                                                         Respondent

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana
                                                                   AC No. 1030  of 2012

Present:
1.  Shri  Ramesh Chand Thakur, complainant, in person.

2.  Sh. Raj Kumar, PIO-cum-MTP along with Mr.Parmod Kumar, Clerk, Sales Branch, O/o Commissioner, MC, Ludhiana – for the Respondents.
Order


Appellant vide his RTI application dated 05.12.2011, addressed to Commissioner, MC, Ludhiana, sought certain information on seven points relating to Khasra No.50 at Haibowal Kalan. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal No.76 of 2012 with the Commissioner, MC, Ludhiana on 24.2.12, still having no response, he approached the Commission by filing 2nd appeal on  27.7.12 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.  It is observed that information on point no.3 stands provided to the appellant, as has been confirmed by him vide his letter dated 4.5.12. 


After deliberations with  Sh. Raj Kumar, PIO-cum-MTP along with Mr.Parmod Kumar, Clerk, Sales Branch, O/o Commissioner, MC, Ludhiana, it is observed that information on point no.1, 2 & 6 of the RTI application of the appellant is to be provided by Sh.Ajay Sood, SDM East, Ludhiana-cum-Zonal Commissioner, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and information on point No.4, 5 & 7 is to be provided by Sh.Raj Kumar, MTP, O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
i) Therefore, Sh.Ajay Sood, SDM-cum-Joint Commissioner, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, is directed to supply complete, correct and duly authenticated information on point no.1, 2 & 6 to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of ten days. 

ii) Sh.Raj Kumar, MTP, O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, is directed to supply complete, correct and duly authenticated information on point no.4, 5 & 7 to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of ten days.

iii) Both Sh.Ajay Sood, SDM East, Ludhiana-cum-Zonal Commissioner, Zone-D, and Sh.Raj Kumar, MTP, O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, shall file self attested affidavits explaining in  writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against them for willfully delaying and denying the information. 
iv) Both Sh.Ajay Sood, SDM East, Ludhiana-cum-Zonal Commissioner, Zone-D, and Sh.Raj Kumar, MTP, O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, are also afforded an opportunity of being heard, failing which, decision on show cause notice shall be taken.

 Adjourned to 18.10.12 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh 



                              ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 12.09.12.                                                    State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
Mr.Rakesh Kumar Verma, IAS,

Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

· for information.  Commission has noticed that in most of the cases, requisite information is not being provided by the concerned PIOs of the MC, Ludhiana and even in appeal cases, speaking orders are not being passed at the level of First Appellate Authority.  Therefore, concerned Public Information Officers of the Corporation be directed to provide point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the applicants immediately on receipt of RTI application strictly complying with the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 
ii) Sh.Ajay Sood, 

     SDM East, Ludhiana-cum-Zonal Commissioner, Zone-D, 

     Municipal Corporation, 

     Ludhiana

iii) Sh.Raj Kumar, MTP, 

         O/o Commissioner, 

         Municipal Corporation, 

          Ludhiana

· 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.Jarnail Singh, now Distt. Project Coordinator, Sarv Siksha Abhiyan, earlier 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

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 14.8.12, appellant had stated that he had not been provided point-wise complete information by the Respondent-PIO-cum-Dy.DEO (Elementary Education), Patiala though the complete record was available in his office.  On the contrary, Sh.Malkiat Singh, BPEO, HQ, O/o DEO, Patiala appearing on behalf of the Respondent had stated that the record of Banur Block had been transferred to the office of DEO (Elementary Education), Mohali after creation of new district.  Therefore, Sh.Jarnail Singh, Dy.DEO(Elementary Education), Patiala was 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. He was 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 and case was adjourned to today for further hearing.

Both the parties have been heard and case file has been perused.  It is observed that irrelevant and vague information was sent by the DEO(Elementary Education), Patiala to the appellant vide letter dated 30.3.12. Even after directions of the Commission, information on point no.1 to 4 has been provided to the appellant, but no correct information has been provided on point no.5 to the appellant. It is further noted that correct information on point no.1 to 4 has been provided on 30.8.12 while RTI application is dated 5.3.12 i.e. information has been provided after five months while information on point no.5 is still pending.

The written reply submitted by Sh.Jarnail Singh, Distt. Project Coordinator, Sarv Siksha Abhiyan, then PIO, is not satisfactory. 

In view of the careless and neglect approach on the part of the PIO, the Commission hereby imposes a penalty of Rs.3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) upon the PIO -  Sh.Jarnail Singh, Dy. DEO (Elementary Education), Patiala, for the delay caused in providing the information.  This amount is to be recovered from the salary of the PIO and deposited in the State Treasury under the relevant head, within a month’s time.  An attested copy of the receipted challan shall be presented before the Commission on the next date of hearing for its records.


In addition, the Commission also hereby awards a compensation of Rs.2,000/- (Rupees Two Thousand Only) which is to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. the District Education Officer(Elementary Education), Patiala to the appellant by means of a demand draft.

Mr.Malkiat Singh, Block Primary Education Officer (HQ), O/o Dy.DEO(Elementary Education), Patiala shall provide the information on point no.5 to the appellant within a period of 15 days.

Mrs.Harinder Kaur, District Education Officer(Elementary Education), Patiala is directed to be present personally on the next date of hearing along with the documents evidencing deposit of the penalty in the State Treasury, payment of the compensation to the appellant and copy of supplied information on point no.5.

Adjourned to 23.10.12 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 










      Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh 



                              ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 12.09.12.                                                    State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
i)
Mrs.Harinder Kaur, 

District Education Officer(Elementary Education), 

Patiala
ii) Sh.Jarnail Singh, 
Distt. Project Coordinator, Sarv Siksha Abhiyan
O/o Dy.DEO(Elementary Education), 

Patiala.
iii)
Mr.Malkiat Singh,

Block Primary Education Officer (HQ),

O/o 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.Jarnail Singh, now Distt. Project Coordinator, Sarv Siksha Abhiyan, earlier 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.

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 14.8.12,  It was observed that certain information was sent to the appellant vide letter dated 11.3.11.  The appellant had stated that the provided information was partial and incomplete. Therefore, Sh.Jarnail Singh, Dy.DEO(Elementary Education), Patiala was 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. He was 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 and case was adjourned to today for further hearing.
In the written reply to the show cause notice, Sh.Jarnail Singh,PIO-cum- Dy.DEO(Elementary Education), Patiala, has submitted that information on point no. 2 & 3 was sent to the appellant at his address on 25.2.2011, but the same was received back undelivered.  The same information was against sent to the appellant on 11.3.11.  On receipt of letter from appellant dated 23.3.11, as some part of information on point no.1 was relating to DEO(SE), Patiala since Mrs. Amarjit Kaur stands promoted as Science Mistress, therefore, her service record was transferred to DEO(SE), Patiala. Appellant was, therefore, informed to seek information on point no.1 from DEO(SE), Patiala.
In view of these facts, Shri Krishan Gopal may sought information relating to DEO(S), Patiala by filing fresh RTI application, if he so desires.

Since information relating to office of DEO(Elementary Education) Patiala, stand provided to the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 










      Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh 



                              ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 12.09.12.                                                    State Information Commissioner
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.
Sh.Satpal Sharma, ASPD along with Sh.Rajesh Thakral, Clerk O/o Director General, School Education, SSA Authority, Punjab - 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.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 14.8.12, Appellant had stated 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.Therefore, last opportunity was 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.  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, was 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 and case was adjourned to today for further hearing.

Both the parties have been heard.  Appellant states that partial information has been provided on point no.2 i.e. no tenure of employees appointed on contractual basis has been supplied to him.  Similarly, information supplied on point no.3, 4 & 5 is also incomplete.  He further states that he has been supplied a set of 37 papers having disorderly information and point-wise information has not been provided to him.  He also delivers a copy of the speed post vide which the RTI application was delivered in the office of Director General School Education-cum- State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Chandigarh on 5.3.12.


In view of the above, it is construed that total casual and neglect approach has been adpted by PIO in providing the information and the appellant is being put into unnecessarily harassment by the concerned PIO.  
i) Therefore, compensation of Rs.3000/- (Rupees Three Thousands only) is awarded under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, to be paid to the appellant Shri  D.C.Gupta by the Public Authority in the office of Director General School Education-cum- State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Chandigarh;
ii) Show cause notice is issued to concerned PIO in the office of Director General School Education-cum- State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Chandigarh, to explain in writing by filing self attested affidavit as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the correct and complete information;
iii) Sh.Satpal Sharma, ASPD-cum-Nodal PIO, O/o Director General School Education-cum- State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Chandigarh, shall ensure that point-wise, correct, complete and duly attested information is sent to the appellant within a period of fifteen days positively.

iv) Sh.Satpal Sharma, ASPD-cum-Nodal PIO, O/o Director General School Education-cum- State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Chandigarh along with the concerned PIO responsible for providing the information to the appellant in this case, shall be present on the next date of hearing.

v) Sh.Satpal Sharma, ASPD-cum-Nodal PIO, O/o Director General School Education-cum- State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Chandigarh, shall bring along a copy of notification regarding PIO/FAA appointed in the office of Director General School Education-cum- State Project Director Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan Authority, Chandigarh.
vi) On the next date of hearing, he shall also produce copy of proof regarding payment of compensation to the appellant.

Adjourned to 23.10.12 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 










      Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh 



                              ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 12.09.12.                                                    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 Bharat Bhushan,

# 9339/5606, Pooja wala Mohalla,

Bathinda, Punjab.                                                                              Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.                                                                         Respondent

                                                       CC No.  1368   of 2012

Present:
Shri Bharat Bhushan, Complainant, in person.

Sh.Savan Iqbal Singh, Assistant Director and Nodal Officer(RTI), O/o DPI(SE), Pb. along with Sh.Suresh Kumar, SA O/o  DEO(Secondary), Bhatinda - on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 2.8.12, Sh.Bharat Bhushan, Complainant stated that he had not yet been provided complete information. 
 Sh.Savan Iqbal Singh, Assistant Director and Nodal Officer(RTI), O/o DPI(SE), Pb., Chandigarh stated that the information received from the office of DEO(Secondary), Bhatinda had been provided to the Complainant. However, the Complainant had pointed out that there was no mention about the date of joining of the ETT Teachers who were appointed in 2001-2002 in Bhatinda District and their date of promotion as Math teachers.


Therefore, Sh.Savan Iqbal Singh, Assistant Director and Nodal Officer(RTI), O/o DPI(SE), Pb., PSEB Building, Sector 62, Mohali, was afforded last opportunity to provide point-wise, correct, complete, duly typed, and duly attested information to the Complainant as per his RTI application dated 23.3.12 within a period of two days free of cost by deputing a special messenger. 
Sh.Hardeep Singh, District Education Officer (Secondary Education), Bhatinda and Sh.Savan Iqbal Singh, Assistant Director and Nodal Officer(RTI), O/o DPI(SE), Pb., PSEB Building, Sector 62, Mohali were directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.

To-day during hearing, Shri Bharat Bhushan, Complainant states that the information has been provided to him, but 2-3 annexures are not available. Sh.Hardeep Singh, District Education Officer (Secondary Education), Bhatinda assures that he would provide the same to the Complainant. On this complainant stated that his case be closed.

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










      Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh 



                              ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 12.09.12.                                                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harinder Pal,

# 182, Tarkhana wala Mohalla,

Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.          




Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

       Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.  

First Appellate Authority,

 O/o Director of Public Instructions

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

 Sector 17-C, Chandigarh    

                              Respondents

AC No. 787 of 2012

Present:
None for the appellant.

Mrs.Pankaj Sharma, Dy.Director (School Admn) along with Mr.Baljit Singh, SA and Shri Savan Iqbal Singh, Ex-Nodal Officer(RTI) O/o DPI(SE), Punjab - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Shri  Harinder Pal, appellant, vide his RTI application dated 18.1.12, addressed to Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Education, sought certain information on 10 points pertaining to 849 PTI posts and 54 DPI Posts filled through C-DAC in response to Advertisement No.2/October/2006. Superintendent, Education-6 Branch, transferred the original application of the appellant to PIO, Office of DPI(SE), Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter No.802 dated 31.1.12 for providing the information directly to the appellant. Still failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he approached the Commission by filing 2nd complaint, received in it on 5.6.12. 

During hearing held on 21.8.12, Mrs.Rupali Tandon, SA O/o DPI(SE) Punjab, appearing on behalf of the Respondent stated that requisite information had been provided to the appellant vide letter dated 6.8.12, but t was observed that vague information had been supplied to the appellant. Therefore, Mrs.Pankaj Sharma, PIO-cum-Dy.Director(SE), O/o DPI, Punjab School Education Board Building, Sector 62, SAS Nagar (Mohali) was 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 and hearing was adjourned to today for further hearing. 


An e-mail message has been received from Appellant Sh.Harinderpal wherein it has been stated that no information has been provided to him till date.  

Mrs.Pankaj Sharma, Dy.Director (School Admn), O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, states that requisite information on point no.1,2,3,7,9, & 10 had been provided to the appellant vide letter dated 6.8.12 and remaining information on point no.4,5,6 & 8 has been provided to him vide letter dated 12.9.12.  After perusal, it is observed that correct and complete information has not been provided to the appellant.
i) Therefore, Mrs.Pankaj Sharma, Dy.Director (School Admn), O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, PSEB Building, Sector 62, Mohali is directed  to file an affidavit explaining in  writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the complete and correct information;
ii) She is also directed to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information as is available on record to the complainant free of cost under registered cover within a period of ten days. 
Commission also observes that vide RTI application dated 18.1.12, appellant sought certain information on 10 points pertaining to 849 PTI posts and 54 DPI Posts filled through C-DAC in response to Advertisement No.2/October/2006. Perusal of the same reveals that the information sought is voluminous in nature and providing this unreasonable amount of information may disproportionately divert the resources of the Public Authority.  Therefore, appellant is directed to appear personally on the next date of hearing so that the information sought by him could be discussed as while providing the information by the Respondent-PIO on point no.1,2,3,7,9, & 10 vide letter dated 6.8.12, it has been mentioned that most of the information sought by the appellant is available on the official website of C-DAC.

Adjourned to 23.10.12 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 










      Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh 



                              ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 12.09.12.                                                    State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
Mrs.Pankaj Sharma, 

PIO-cum-Dy.Director(SE), 

O/o Director of Public Instructions, Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board Building, 

Sector 62, SAS Nagar (Mohali)

- for compliance.
