STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(3)

Shri Iqbal Singh,

86, Central town, 

Railway Road,

Kapurthala, Punjab-144601                               Apapellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/oDistrict Food Civil Supplies & 

Consumer Affairs Controller,

S.A.S Nagar.

First Appellate Authority,

District Food Civil Supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller,

S.A.S.Nagar.                                                    Respondent.                                                     

                                                  AC No. 215/12

Present:       1. 
Ravinder Singh on behalf of Sh.Iqbal Singh, Appellant.

2.
Shri  Bikram Rana, Inspector Food & Civil Supplies, Mohali on behalf of the respondent PIO.
ORDER


 On the last date  of hearing i.e. 29.05.2012, It was observed that the information regarding Sh. Sawinder Singh r/o H.No. 1419, Phase II Mohali, as sought by the appellant, could not be denied by the respondent PIO, as Sh. Sawinder Singh was holder of a valid Ration Card, on the basis of which he could  avail the  facility of ration from the Govt  Ration Depot. Therefore the PIO-cum-DFSC Mohali was directed to provide copy of Form D-1 and other documents attached by Sh.Sawinder Singh for seeking Ration Card with the address as resident of H.No.1419, Phase-II, Mohali, to the appellant within a period of seven days free of cost by post and hearing was adjourned to to-day for further hearing.

Ravinder Singh, appearing on behalf of Sh.Iqbal Singh, Appellant, states that copy of Ist page of Form D-1 has been received by the appellant Sh.Iqbal Singh, but copy of the back-side of the Form D-1, has not been provided.


Shri  Bikram Rana, Inspector Food & Civil Supplies, Mohali appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO, states that he has brought the complete copy of both sides of relevant Form D-1, duly attested, same has been provided to the representative of the appellant in the Commission itself.  


Since complete information stands provided to the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



      ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 05.09.12                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karnail Singh s/o Sh. Mangal Singh, 

Vill. Tiwana (Jalalabad Rural) 

Tehsil Jalalabad, Distt. Fazilka-152024                     Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Jalalabad (W), District Fazilka                                   Respondent. 

CC No.3715 of 2011

Present:
None for the complainant.
Shri  Surjit Singh Panchayat Secretary,Village Tiwana, Tehsil Jalalabad, Distt. Fazilka,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing i.e. on 27.3.12 and 30.05.2012 Sh. Surjit Sinigh Panchayat Secretary Village Tiwana, Tehsil Jalalabad, Distt. Fazilka  appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO  stated that complete information weighing about 1180 gms running into more than 60-70 pages has been sent to the complainant under registered cover. He had also delivered a photo copy of the registered receipt dated 22.3.12 issued by the Postal authorities at Jalalabad. However, the complainant had stated that the supplied  information was incomplete and neither the same was point-wise nor authenticated by the BDPO. Therefore, Sh.Raunak Singh, BDPO, Jalalabad was directed to be present before the Commission along with an attested copy of the point-wise supplied information. He was also directed to supply complete, correct and point-wise duly attested information to the complainant under his own signatures and to be present on next fixed date.


In the hearing held on 30.5.12, Sh. Raunak Singh, BDPO Jalalabad was once again directed to ensure that complete, correct and point-wise duly attested information is supplied to the complainant within ten days. (ii) He was also directed to explain in writing the reasons for not complying with the orders of the Commission dated 27.03.2012. 
i)
Sh. Raunak Singh, BDPO Jalalabad is afforded last opportunity to to ensure that complete, correct and point-wise duly attested information is supplied to the complainant within ten days. 
(ii)
He was also directed to explain in writing the reasons for not complying with the orders of the Commission dated 27.03.2012. 
(iii)
He shall be present in person on the next date of hearing.
Complainant is directed to be present on next date of hearing,  failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and case shall be closed. 



To come up for further hearing on 17.10.2012 at 11.00 AM.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Place: Chandigarh 



      ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 05.09.12                                    State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
Sh.Raunak Singh, 
Block Dev, & Panchayat Officer, 
Jalalabad 
 - for compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Satbir Pal Singh, 

# 1512, Phase 3-B-2,

Mohali-160059          
                               Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal, Shivalik Public School,

Ropar (Punjab)                                                  Respondent

CC No.2347  of 2011

Present:
Shri  Satbir Pal Singh, complainant.
Shri  Kamaljit Singh, PGT Math along with Sh.Balbir Singh, Supdt. - on behalf of the Respondent.

 ORDER



On the last date of hearing i.e. on 30.5.12, Sh.Ravi Kumar Bhatti Advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO stated that the order dated 09.12.2011 of the State Information Commission Punjab has been challenged before the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court and a notice of motion for 12.10.2012 for consideration of the stay matter against the order passed by the Commission had been issued. On the other hand counsel Sh. Mohit Jaggi appearing for complainant stated that there is no stay as on now granted by Hon. High Court and Respondent PIO/Public Authority - Shivalik Public School, Ropar is delaying and denying the RTI information despite orders  dated 9.12.2011 and 22.3.2012. 

After hearing both the parties, it was directed that Respondent PIO o/o  Principal Shivalik Public School, Ropar shall supply RTI information to the complainant within ten days, if there is no stay order of the court, failing which it shall be presumed that information was being denied wilfully and provisions of sec. 20(1) (2) and 19 (8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 shall be invoked against PIO/ Public Authority. 

Shri  Kamaljit Singh, PGT Math, appearing on behalf of the Respondent placed on record a copy of the order dated 5.7.12, passed by Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in CM Nos.8311-12 of 2012 in CWP No.9629 of 2012, vide which further proceedings before the State Information Commission have been stayed.

In view of the above, case is adjourned sine die.  Parties would be at liberty to apply for taking up this case for hearing as and when CWP No.9629 of 2012 is decided  or stay is vacated by the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



      ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 05.09.12                                    State Information Commissioner

           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri S.L.Singla, President,

# 325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.
                              
                             Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education), Sangrur                              Respondent.  

CC No.3599 of 2011

Present:
Shri   S.L.Singla  Complainant, in person.
Shri Gurpreet Singh, Advocate - for the respondent PIO.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing i.e. on 30.05.2012, it was observed that photo copies of the Cash Book relating to Account No.55074974480 have been provided. Similarly the PIO had pointed out that there is no Account No.550749, 97182 hence, no photo copies could be provided. However, it was observed that the photo copies of Cash Book relating to account No.2043324 have not been provided by the PIO, Prem Sabha Senior School, Sangrur. He was, therefore, directed to provide the photo copies of this Cash Book also and the  case was adjourned for further hearing on 07.08.2012 and then postponed to today.

The advocate appearing on behalf of Respondent-PIO states that the Prem Sabha High School, Sangrur is non-aided school as government aid is received by the School up to 10th class and Respondent is not bound to supply the sought information to the Complainant.  

Complainant states that despite directions of the Commission,  incomplete information has been provided by the Respondent-PIO.

Commission observes that when the school is government aided upto 10th class and government funds/aid is being received by the School, then, the Respondent-PIO is bound to provide the information sought under the RTI Act, 2005.  

i) Therefore, PIO-cum-Principal, Prem Sabha High School, Sangrur, is directed to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated remaining information to the complainant, i.e. copies of cash book relating to Account No.2043324 for the period prior to closure of this Account, free of cost under registered cover within a period of ten days;

ii) Complainant shall immediately file his observations on the intimation he received vide letter No.1043 dated 28.7.12, with the Principal, Prem Sabha High School, Sangrur, so that he could be provided specific information about A/c No.2043324, earlier being operated by the school;

iii) PIO-cum-Principal, Prem Sabha High School, Sangrur, is directed to explain 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. 

iv) In case this information is not available on record of the school, PIO-cum-Principal, Prem Sabha High School, Sangrur, shall furnish an affidavit in this regard.


        To come up for further hearing on 17.10.12 at 11.00 AM.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



      ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 05.09.12                                    State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
PIO-cum-Principal, 

Prem Sabha High School, 

Sangrur.

- for compliance.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Pardeep Dutta s/o Dr. P.K.Dutta,


Appellant
r/o A-2 Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,





o/o Municipal Council,

Rajpura, Distt. Patiala

FAA-Municipal Council,

Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.                                            Respondents



AC No.313 of 2012

Present:-
Dr. Pardeep Dutta, Appellant in person;

Sh.G.V.Sharma, Supdt. along with Mr.Shiv Kumar, dealing Clerk, O/o MC, Rajpura on behalf of the Respondent;

Mrs.Pushpa Rani, SA, O/o Dy.Director, Local Bodies, Patiala.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing i.e. on 31.5.12, it was observed that since certain part of the RTI  information sought by the appellant related to the NHAI, therefore, that part of the RTI application was transferred by the PIO-cum-E.O. M.C.Rajpura vide letter dated 30.10.2011 to the NHAI (National Highways Authority of India . The PIO o/o  NHAI sent the information relating to their office to the complainant vide letter dated 26.12.2011. 

Deputy Director Local Govt. Patiala and E.O. M.C.Rajpura were directed to supply  the remaining RTI information to the complainant within a period of two weeks.  E.O. M.C.Rajpura and Supdt. o/o Deputy Director Local Govt. Patiala and hearing was adjourned to today.

Appellant states that NHAI has made it amply clear vide their reply dated 26.12.2011 that the information asked from them does not relate to their office, which means that the same relates to the Respondent-PIO .   He further states that the information supplied to him by the Respondent PIO on point no.2, 3 & 4 is incorrect because he has personally seen the slip road and octroi post cannot be made functional without the help of slip-road; he also states that at point-4, he had asked for the distance of police picket from the octroi office, whereas vague information has been provided about police post.
i)
Hence, Mr.Vijay Gupta, PIO-cum-EO, Municipal Council, Rajpura is directed to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of ten days;
(ii)
Mr.Vijay Gupta, PIO-cum-EO, Municipal Council, Rajpura is directed to explain in  writing by filing an affidavit, duly attested by the Notary Public, justifying the delay and as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the correct information and for the loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant;

iii)
He will also file another affidavit, after supplying the correct information to the appellant that supplied information is correct and is based on record;

iv)
Mr.Vijay Gupta, PIO-cum-EO, Municipal Council, Rajpura, shall be personally present on the next date of hearing with a copy of information supplied to the appellant for information and record of the Commission.

Adjourned to 17.10.12 at 11.00 AM.for further hearing.
A copy of this order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh 



      ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 05.09.12                                    State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
Mr.Vijay Gupta, 

PIO-cum-EO, 

Municipal Council, 

Rajpura, 

- for compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Naresh Kumar s/o Sh. Ram Lubhaya,


--Complainant

B-34,39/37, Main Road, Guru Hargobind Nagar,

Near Mandal Gurdwara, Ludhiana






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,






o/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ropar.

2.First Appellate Authority,

Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi, Block Nurpur Bedi,

Distt. Ropar. 





… Respondents




CC No.1343 of 2011

Present:-  
Sh.Naresh Kumar complainant in person.

     
Sh.Surjit Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, Nurpur Bedi -  on behalf of respondent PIO.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing i.e. on 22.3.12 and 31.5.2012 respondent PIO-cum-BDPO, Nurpur Bedi., Sh. Gurnetar Singh was directed to supply duly authenticated information complete in all respects to the complainant within a period of two weeks. It was also made clear that failing to do so, provisions of section 20 (1) (2) and 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 shall be invoked against him. He was also directed to explain the reasons for delay in supplying the information in writing and shall also be present on the next date of hearing. However, neither the information has been provided nor Sh. Gurnetar Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO, Nurpur Bedi is present. He has also not furnished in writing the reasons for delay in complying with orders passed by the Commission. 


Sh.Surjit Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, Nurpur Bedi appearing  on behalf of respondent PIO, states that the charge of BDPO Nurpur Bedi is with Mr.Gurnetar Singh, who is presently posted as BDPO, Chamkaur Sahib.

Therefore, Sh. Gurnetar Singh, BDPO, Nurpur Bedi, presently posted as BDPO, Chamkaur Sahib, District Ropar, holding additional charge of BDPO, Nurpur Bedi, District Ropar, shall be deemed PIO under Section 5(4)(5) of the RTI Act, 2005, in this case for all purposes in providing correct and duly signed remaining information to the complainant free of cost under registered cover/courier within a period of two weeks. He is also directed to tender his explanation as to why the provisions of section 20 (1) (2) of the RTI Act 2005 be not invoked against him.  

Shri Gurminder Singh Panchayat Secretary Gram Panchayat, Lakhno, Block Nurpur Bedi, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, Distict Ropar, shall also be present on the next date.
D.D.P.O. Ropar shall furnish a proof with regard to compliance of order dated 27.12.2011



To come up for hearing on 17.10.2012 at 11.00 AM. 




A copy of this order be sent to both the parties.

Place: Chandigarh 



      ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 05.09.12                                    State Information Commissioner

Copy  to  
(i) 
District Dev. & Panchayat Officer,




Ropar.


(ii)
Shri Gurnetar Singh, 
Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 
Chamkaur Sahib, 
(Holding additional charge of BDPO Nurpur Bedi)

Distt. Ropar.

iii) Shri Gurminder Singh, 
Panchayat Secretary, 
Village Lakhno,
Block Nurpur Bedi, 
Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,




Distt. Ropar.





- for compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Kulwant Singh Secretary,






Lok Education, Primary K-Block,

Guru Har Sahai, Distt. Ferozepur.                        --Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,






o/o Child Development and Project Officer,

Guruharsai, Distt. Ferozepur.



… Respondent

CC No.2653/11

Present:-  
1. Sh.Yogesh Kumar Aneja, Advocate for the complainant.

2. Sh.Balwinder Singh, CDPO, Guruhar Sahai - for the respondent PIO.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 31.5.12, last opportunity was afforded to the CDPO, Guruharsahai, Distt. Ferozepur to supply the RTI information duly attested to the complainant within a week’s time without fail. He was also directed to appear personally and explain in writing as to why the provisions of section 20 (1) (2) and 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information and Harassment caused to the complainant.


Sh.Balwinder Singh, CDPO, Guruhar Sahai, states that complete RTI information was sent to the Complainant on 24.6.11  and by registered post on 24.6.11, and then the information was also sent through courier on 19.1.12, but the Complainant did not receive the same. In the end, he has prayed for dropping of the show cause notice issued to him. He further states that he has brought the information in the Commission itself for handing over the same to the Complainant.

Sh.Yogesh Kumar Aneja, Advocate appearing for the complainant has acknowledged the receipt of the information.

In view of the above, the show cause notice issued to Sh.Balwinder Singh, CDPO, Guruhar Sahai is dropped and since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of and closed.
A copy of this order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh 



               ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 05.09.12                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Ranjit Singh,





--Complainant

House No.2314, Phase-11,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,



---Respondent

o/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Kapurthala.




CC No.3746 of 2011

Present:-  
None for the Complainant.

Mrs.Rajneesh Kaur, DFSC, Kapurthala along with Mr.Gurpreet Singh, Clerk – for the Respondent.

ORDER

During the hearing of this case on 31.5.12, it was observed that DFSC Kapurthala had sent the information to the Complainant by post as was evident from the letter dated 22.5.12, written by Sh.Ranjit Singh to the DFSC Kapurthala. Similarly, the representative of PIO-cum-DFSC Kapurthala had brought the information on 16.1.2012, but the same was also not accepted by the Complainant on the grounds that information should be supplied under the signatures of PIO-cum-DFSC Kapurthala. PIO-cum-DFSC Kapurthala could not attend the Commission on 31.5.12 because of Bharat Band.  So case was adjourned to 7.8.12.  

During hearing, PIO-cum-DFSC Kapurthala stated that she had sent the information again to the Complainant with a forwarding letter duly signed by her vide No.1321 dated 11.5.12, but the same was also returned to her by the Complainant.  So she has again sent the information to the Complainant today on Commission’s directions, duly signed by her, under the registered cover with the acknowledgement receipt and one spare set of RTI information given to the Commission for its record.

It is pertinent to mention here that the attitude of Complainant Sh.RAnjit Singh, resident of House No.2314, Phase-11, Mohali, has been observed to be highly objectionable, adamant and unlike that of information seeker throughout in this case with unreasonable demands like that of each page of information to be signed by DFSC Kapurthala and not by any other officer.  Though duly signed information which pertained to purchase of bricks by Gram Panchayat Village Khaleel, Tehsil Bhullath, Distt. Kapurthala from Rana & Company, BKO V.Model Town, Talwara, District Kapurthala, received from BDPO Nalada, was earlier provided to him by the officials of Food & Civil Supplies department, was returned twice by the Complainant.

Copy of information again provided to the Complainant under Registered cover by DFSC Kapurthala, under her signatures, has been perused.  Same is complete, correct and attested, so there is no justification in adjourning the case any longer and the same is, therefore, disposed of and closed.


A copy of this order be sent to both the parties.

Place: Chandigarh 



      ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 05.09.12                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Agya Ram,







--

s/o Sh. Anand Ram,

VPO Nainwan,

Tehsil Garhshankar, 

Distt. Hoshiarpur.





  …  Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,







o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab, Sector 62,Mohali.



     …. Respondent

CC No.223/12

Present:-  1. Agya Ram, Complainant;
                 2. Sh. Sohan Singh, SA – for the Respondent-PIO.
ORDER

Complainant, vide his RTI application dated 15.03.2011 addressed to the PIO, office of Director Rural Dev. & Panchayat, Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali, sought information of action taken on an enquiry report conducted against Smt. Mohinder Kaur, Sarpanch, Village Nainwan, Tehsil Garhshankar, Distt. Hoshiarpur by the Secretary, Zila Parishad, Hoshiarpur forwarded to them by the Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur for taking further action in the matter.  Sh. J.S. Ahluwalia, Law Officer, office of Director Rural Dev. & Panchayat, Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali sent reply to the complainant vide letter no. 8375 dated 13.04.2011 wherein it had been mentioned that the said file containing the enquiry report is not traceable because of shifting of his office to a new building in Mohali. When the Commission heard the case on 19.4.12, Sh.J.S.Walia, PIO-cum-Law Officer, o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Mohali was directed to ensure that complete and correct information as sought by the complainant vide his RTI application dated 15.03.2011 is provided to him, free of cost, by registered post, within a period of three weeks.   He was also issued show cause notice to explain in writing through a self-attested affidavit 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 / Public Authority for willful delaying and denying the requisite information to the complainant and for the detriments suffered by him for wilfully delaying and denying the information. 

In the hearing held on 31.5.12, Sh. J.S.Ahluwalia, PIO-cum-Law Officer tendered an affidavit dated 31.5.2012 wherein it had been mentioned that necessary information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter NO.6075 dated 16.05.2012. He further stated in the aforesaid affidavit that disciplinary action under the Punishment and Appeal Rules 1970 had been initiated against the concerned official who is found to be responsible for non-tracing of the inquiry file.

Complainant states that he has been provided with complete information after a very long period, therefore, penalty must be imposed upon the concerned PIO.  However, keeping in view the averments made by Sh. J.S.Ahluwalia, PIO-cum-Law Officer, in his affidavit that the record of their office placed in the record room was in a very bad condition due to leakage of water in the record room and after locating the concerned file, the same was dried and requisite information was supplied to the Complainant vide letter dated 16.5.12. He has also tendered unconditional, unqualified and profound apology for the delay occurred. 

In view of these facts brought on record, the show cause notice issued to Sh. J.S.Ahluwalia, PIO-cum-Law Officer, is dropped.  However, he is warned to be very much careful while dealing with and disposing of the RTI applications.  No lame excuses shall be of any help in case of delay in providing the RTI information to the concerned applicant in future.

Perusal of case file reveal that complete information has also been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No.2329 dated 24.8.12.


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

A copy of this order be sent to both the parties.

Place: Chandigarh 



      ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 05.09.12                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwant Singh

s/o Sh. Ralla Singh,

No. 6, Sector 1-B, Ward No. 16,

Mandi Gobindgarh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.



    

 …Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Mandi Gobindgarh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





…Respondent

CC No. 228/12

Present:
None for the Complainant.
Mr.Mahesh Kumar Sharma, PIO-cum-EO, MC, Mandi Gobindgarh along with Mr.Ranjit Singh, Chief Sanitary Inspector and Mr.Raj Krishan, AME
ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 26.6.12, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Mandi Gobindgarh, District Fatehgarh Sahib, was directed to provide complete, correct, relevant and duly authenticated information to the complainant within a period of two weeks under registered cover He was also directed to explain in writing reasons for delay in supplying the information.

Mr.Mahesh Kumar Sharma, PIO-cum-EO, MC, Mandi Gobindgarh, tenders his written submissions that the requisite information was supplied to the Complainant on 20.1.12 and remaining information has also been provided to him on 6.7.12.  He has verbally assured the Commission that in future all out efforts shall be made to deal with and dispose of the RTI applications on priority.

After perusal of the supplied information, Commission is satisfied that correct information stands supplied to the Complainant and accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



      ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 05.09.12                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Kumar Sharma

S/o Late Shri Hari Ram Ji,

13-F, Majithia Enclave,

Patiala






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education)







 

Patiala.






Respondent
CC – 1171 of 2012
Present:
Sh.K.K.Sharma, Complainant, in person.
Ms.Manjit Kaur, ADEO, along with Mr.Ravinder Kumar, Clerk, O/o Dy.DEO(SE), Patiala -on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 26.6.12, it was observed that Complainant Sh.Krishan Kumar Sharma vide his RTI application dated 1.3.2012, addressed to the DEO(S), Patiala, sought certain information on 9 points, when Sh.Turp Chand, JA, appearing on behalf of PIO-cum-Dy.DEO(SE) Patiala had stated that the requisite information had been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 25.6.2012.  Since the complainant was not present today, he was afforded one more opportunity and directed to file his observations/point out discrepancies, if any, to the PIO-cum-Dy. DEO(SE), Patiala within a period of seven days who will remove the discrepancies, if any, within a period of one week and shall supply information to the complainant and hearing was adjourned to today for further hearing.

Sh.K.K.Sharma, Complainant states that he has been provided incomplete and incorrect information.  He further states that as per directions of Hon’ble High Court, a cheque was issued to him, but as the same became invalid and time-barred, the same was returned to the office of DEO(SE), Patiala for issue of new cheque, but no new cheque in place of returned cheque has not been issued to him.  He further states that as per his request for providing a photocopy of his pay as fixed in his service book and copy of due drawn statement, the same has also not been supplied to him.
i) Mrs.Harinder Kaur, PIO-cum-Dy.DEO(SE), Patiala is, therefore, directed to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant free of cost under registered cover within a period of ten days with one spare copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its record. 

ii) Mrs.Harinder Kaur, PIO-cum-Dy.DEO(SE), Patiala is directed to explain in  writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against her for willfully delaying, denying and providing incorrect and incomplete information to the Complainant. 

iii) Mrs.Harinder Kaur, PIO-cum-Dy.DEO(SE), Patiala, shall be personally present on the next date of hearing along with dealing Assistant of the case of the Complainant.

To come up on 17.10.12 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.


A copy of the orders be sent to the parties.
Place: Chandigarh 



      ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 05.09.12                                    State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
Mrs.Harinder Kaur, 
PIO-cum-Dy.District Education Officer(SE), 
Patiala 
- for compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Makhan Singh 

s/o Sh. Piara Singh,

Ghannaur Khurd,

Distt. Sangrur

          
                           Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Panchayat Secretary,

Gram Panchayat Ghannaur Khurd

Block Sherpur, Distt. Sangrur

                             Respondent

C.C .No. 434/12 

Present:
Sh. Makhan Singh Complainant;

Mr.Gurnek Singh, BDPO, Sherpur along with Mr.Varun Garg, PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Ghanaur, Block Sherpur, Distt. Sangrur and Mr.Naresh Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, Dhuri - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 27.6.12, It was observed that neither any information has been provided to the complainant nor Sh. Varun Garg,  PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Ghanaur, Block Sherpur, Distt. Sangrur, had tendered any explanation in respect of the Show Cause notice issued to him. He was, therefore, afforded last opportunity to comply with the directions of the Commission dated 17.5.2012, and case was adjourned to 7.8.2012, which was postponed to today for further proceedings.

Varun Garg,  PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Ghanaur, Block Sherpur, Distt. Sangrur, has explained in person that the RTI application sent to him by the office of BDPO, Sherpur had been misplaced in transit, therefore, delay occurred, which was not intentional or with any ulterior motive.

Complainant states that he has received the requisite satisfactory information and does not want to pursue his case further.


In view of the above, show cause notice issue to Varun Garg,  PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Ghanaur, Block Sherpur, Distt. Sangrur is dropped and the case is disposed of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



      ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 05.09.12                                    State Information Commissioner

