STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms.   Surjit Sodhi,

# 1634, Sector 70,

Mohali. M(98720-70863)                                                                       Appellant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O  Tehsildar,  Dera Bassi, 
Distt. Ajitgarh.

First Appellate Authority,

Tehsildar,  Dera Bassi , 
Distt. Ajitgarh.                                                                                          Respondent   
                                             Appeal Case No.1018     of 2013

Present:
Shri K.N. Sodhi, husband of the appellant Ms. Surjit Sodhi, present.

 Shri Tarsem Mittal, Naib Tehsildar, Derabassi for the respondent PIO.
ORDER: 


Ms. Surjit Sodhi, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 3.12.2012, addressed to PIO O/O Tehsildar, Dera Bassi, sought following information pertaining to Intqal No.2070 by late Sh. Piara Singh vide Vasika No.6118 dated 31.10.2008, Khasra No.605/1, 605/2, 1319/607, 1321/607, 1316/1207/6044 Acre 5 Bigha-15 Biswa Intqal No.1497 (inheritance Sh. Dwarka Singh) Intqal No.1618 by Division in name of Sh.Pira Singh Khasra No.695, 696, 697 (12 Bigha) vide Intqal No.1294:-

1. Kindly inform what the status of above said mutation;

2. Whether Mutation/Intqal has been transferred after 6.3.2009;

3. If same has been transferred name address of New Entrant in whose name Intqal has been transferred;

4. Kindly provide us copy of affidavit/declaration submitted for transfer of Intqal/property;

5. Amount of consideration/stamp duty paid;

6. As per copy of your letter in para 8 you have mentioned that Mall Record Copies can be submitted.  Necessary fee for the same may be intimated. Same is being deposited in cash;

7. Name of official who has executed/registered the Intqal;

8.  Kindly supply copies of Mall record regarding transfer amount may be communicated; 

9. Whether any communication was sent to other legal heirs to raise the objection before execution of Mutation. Name of officer who has violated these guidelines.  


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Tehsildar, Dera Bassi, District Ajitgarh vide letter dated 17.1.2013. 



PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Dera Bassi vide letter No.985 dated 25.1.2013 demanded fee of Rs.20/- from the appellant for the information on Point No.1 and further intimated to the appellant that the file relating to Inteqal No.2070 has been sent to Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S.Nagar vide letter No.642 dated 22.7.2009 in an appeal case. Since file relating to Inteqal No.2070 is not available in his office. Therefore, information on Point No.2, 3, 4, 5,7, 8 & 9 can not supplied. 



The appellant subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 29.4.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Today during hearing ,Shri K.N. Sodhi appearing on behalf of his wife Ms. Surjit Sodhi, Appellant, stated that he has got the information on point no. 1,2,3 & 6 and information on point No. 4,5,7,8,  & 9  has not been provided intentionally though remaining information relates to subsequent Mutation and not Mutation No. 2070 . 


However,Shri  Tarsem Mittal , Naib Tehsildar, appearing for the respondent PIO –cum- Tehsildar Dera Bassi informed that the information on point no. 2,3,4,5,7,8 and 9      could not be provided as the complete record of the said Mutation No. 2070 is with the Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S.Nagar Mohali in an appeal case. After long deliberations, it has come out that the record of subsequent mutation to which remaining information relates is not under challenge before Deputy Commissioner Mohali and  is with office of Tehsildar Dera Bassi. 

Thereafter,in view of facts that Respondent   PIO –cum-Tehsildar Derabassi did not provide the information to the appellant,, intentionally, willfully and due to his casual approach despite of same being in his office. Taking a serious view in the matter Shri Mandeep Singh, PIO-cum-Tehsildar Derabassi, is issued  a show cause notice to explain in writing 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 him for not providing any information to the appellant as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act,2005. 


He is also directed to submit a  written reply to be given in the shape of an affidavit, the PIO is also 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.  In case he will not file his written reply and do not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission would  proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


Shri Tarsem Mittal, Naib Tehsildar, Derabassi, as well as Shri Mandip Singh Tehildar, Derabassi, are  further directed to ensure their personal presence on the next date fixed along with one spare  copy of point-wise complete,  correct and duly authenticated information as sought by the appellant vide her RTI application dated 3.12.2012, which he will provide to the appellant free of cost, within 7 days, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings would be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
. To come up for hearing on 9.7.2013.   









     Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.6.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Santosh Kumari,

H.No. 2650, Ward No. 12,

Opp. Dusshera Ground,

Kharar-140301, Distt. Ajitgarh.                                                            Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O District Education Officer,

(Sec. Edu.) , Ajitgarh. 

First Appellate Authority,

o/o District Education Officer,

(Sec.Edu) , Ajitgarh.                                                                            Respondents

                                             Appeal Case No. 1025    of 2013

Present:
Shri Charanjit Kumar Bansal, husband of  Ms. Santosh Kumari for the appellant.




Shri Lalit Kishore Ghai, PIO –cum-Dy. DEO (SE) Mohali




Shri Rajiv Kumar, Clerk, o/o DEO (SE) Mohali for the respondent.
ORDER:



Ms Santosh Kumari, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 4.01.2013, addressed to PIO, Office of District Education Officer(SE), S.A.S.Nagar, sought following information:-

“Attested copies of Form No.16 for the year 2007-08, 2008-09, 2009-10, 2010-11, 2011-12 already supplied to one and all other employees including me as admitted by Smt. Harpreet Kaur, Headmistress, Arya Kanya Vidyalaya, Kharar.” 
PIO O/O DEO(SE), S.A.S.Nagar vide letter No.887 dated 6.2.2013 intimated the appellant that Headmistress Arya Kanya Vidyalaya, Kharar has  informed that they had never issued Form No.16 to its employees. All the employees are given details of salary drawn by them and they file their income tax returns themselves. 


Not satisfied with the reply, appellant filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 18.2.2013 and there after approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, received in it on 29.4.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


The case file has been perused, it is observed that initially the Headmistress Arya Kanya Vidyalaya Kharar vide letter dated 25.9.2012 informed the appellant that Form No. 16 have been duly supplied to one and all including  the appellant . It is their personal responsibility to deposit their due Income Tax.


Since, reply sent by the PIO o/o DEO(S) Mohali vide letter dated 6.2.2013 to the appellant that no Form No. 16 has been issued to any of the employee of the school only a salary statement has been issued  to them and they themselves file their Income Tax differ from reply sent on 25.9.2012, Appellant filed the second appeal to have correct answer, which has not been given by Respondent PIO-cum-Dy.DEO (SE) so far.


Therefore affording another opportunity to PIO-cum-Dy.DEO (SE) Mohali :-

(1) He is directed to be produced  before the Commission complete records pertaining to RTI application filed by complainant on next date.

(2) He is further directed to file an affidavit about correctly provided information as per record.

PIO –cum- Dy. DEO (SE) Mohali is also directed to be present alongwith  Headmistress, Arya Kanya Vidyalya Kharar, Distt. Mohali on the next date fixed.


To come up on  23.7.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.6.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Charanjit Kumar Bansal,

# 2650, Ward No. 12,

Opp. Dushehra Ground, Kharar,

Distt. Ajitgarh-143001.                                                                        Appellant

Vs. 
Public  Information Officer,

O/O District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education)

Ajitgarh. 

First Appellate Authority,

O/O District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education)

Ajitgarh.                                                                                              Respondent

                                             Appeal Case No. 1026   of 2013

Present:

Shri Charanjit Kumar Bansal, appellant in person.




Shri Lalit Kishore Ghai, PIO –cum-Dy. DEO (SE) Mohali




Shri Rajiv Kumar, Clerk, o/o DEO (SE) Mohali for the respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Charanjit Kumar Bansal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 6.11.2012, addressed to PIO, Office of District Education Officer(SE), S.A.S.Nagar, sought following information on seven points:-

1) Please refer order passed by Justice R.S.Mongia, Chairperson and Justice Baldev Singh, Member, Hon’ble Punjab State Human Rights Commission, Chandigarh on 5.5.2009 in Complaint No.3634/17/2009. Please intimate/supply me (a) Diary No. & date vide order was received by your office. (b) Copy of complete file noting as well as correspondence thereof as a token of action taken. 

2) Please refer Memo.Nos. i) 2/138/09-2f;3/3103 dated 20.10.2009 ii) 2/138/08-2f;H3/122 dated 21.1.2010 issued by Govt. of Punjab, Department of School Education. Please intimate/supply me (a) Diary No. & date vide Memos were received by your office (b) Copy of complete file noting/office notes as well as correspondence thereof as a token of action taken (c) Copy of the report sent to Govt. of Punjab in the matter. 

3) Please refer Memo.Nos. i) 9/6-2009-r-1(4) dated 22.6.2011, ii) 9/6-2009-r-1(4) dated 25.8.2011, iii) 9/6-2009-r-1(4) dated 9.7.2012 issued by D.P.I.(SE), Punjab Chandigarh. Please intimate/supply me (a) Diary No. & date vide Memos were received by your office (b) copy of complete file noting/office notes as well as correspondence thereof as a token of action taken (c ) Copies of the reports sent to DPI(SE), Punjab in the matter.

4) Please refer Memo.No.SSA/CA/Complaint-09/000964+4059/088129 dated 5.10.2011 issued by Director General School Education, Punjab, Chandigarh. Please intimate/supply me (a) Diary No. & date vide the letters were received by your office (b) copy of complete file noting/office notes as well as correspondence thereof as a token of action taken (c ) Copies of the reports sent to DGSE, Punjab, Chandigarh in the matter.

5) Please refer letters dated 22.2.2012, 19.3.2012 & 7.5.2012 written by Santosh Kumari regarding her Maternity leave pending payment in the form of requests and reminders. Please intimate/supply me (a) Diary No. & date vide the letters were received by your office (b) Copy of complete file noting as well as correspondence thereof as a token of action taken. 

6) Please supply duly attested copy of Speaking Order No. b/yk-4/2010/64-67 dated, SAS Nagar-16.7.2010 issued by your office.

7) Please refer registered letters dated 19.9.2012 & 18.10.2012 written by Santosh Kumari to your office regarding TDS Form No.16. Please intimate/supply me (a) Diary No. & date vide the letters were received by your office (b) Copy of complete file noting/office notes as well as correspondence thereof as a token of action taken. 


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 with the First Appellate Authority –cum-. District Education Officer (SE), S.A.S.Nagar vide letter dated 19.12.2012 and later approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, received in it on 29.4.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

Shri Rajiv Kumar Clerk appearing with the Deputy DEO handed over  a letter no. 3980-81 dated 19.6.2013  to the appellant  containing the information in the commission itself. He further stated that whatsoever the information was in their record have been provided to the appellant. At this, Appellant sought 10 minutes time to peruse the same, whereafter he consented his full satisfaction with the provided information. 


 Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of/closed.


 Shri Lalit Kishore Ghai, PIO –cum-Dy. DEO (SE) Mohali is cautioned to be more careful in future in providing information in time. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.6.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 

                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Karamjit Singh 

s/o Sh. Harbant Singh,

# 72-A-2, Saini Bhawan Road, 

Roopnagar.                                                                                      Appellant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O  Additional Deputy Commissioner,(G)

Roopnagar. 

First Appellate Authority,

o/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Roopnagar.                                                                                  Respondent  
                                             Appeal Case No. 1028  of 2013

Present:
Shri Karamjit Singh, Appellant in person.

Shri Gurvinder Singh, Clerk o/o D.C. Roopnagar ,  Shri Janak Singh Sadar Kanugo and Shri Sandeep Kumar Clerk o/o SDM Roopnagar for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Karamjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 25.1.2012, addressed to PIO-cum-Additional Deputy Commissioner(General), Roopnagar, sought action taken report on his applications dated 2.2.2011 and 11.11.2011, including a copy of the inquiry report made against  Shri Harnek Singh, Halqa Patwari posted at Rupnagar, Shri Ravinder Singh Halqa Patwari, posted at village Salapur, Shri Raghuvir Singh Dhillon son of Shri Natha Singh Dhillon and Smt. Gurinder Kaur wife of Shri Raghuvir Singh Dhillon, both residents of House No.2984, Phase-VII, Mohali, Tehsil and District Mohali, for tempering the revenue record.


Through applications, request was also made for registration of case against the guilty persons under the provisions of section 420, 465, 467, 468, 471, 120-B IPC


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1)                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        of the RTI Act, 2005, Appellant  filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 with the First Appellate Authority –cum- Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar vide letter dated 04.05.2012, who disposed of his application vide order dated 11.6.2012 mentioning in it that the RTI application of the appellant already stands transferred to the PIO-cum-SDM Roopnagar under the provisions of section 6(3). Thereafter he is advised to seek the information from the respondent PIO –cum- SDM Roopnagar. 


Appellant was informed of this order passed by Ist Appellate Authority-cum-Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar.

Not satisfied with provided information and for having no response on his application dated 2.2.2011 and 11.11.2011,  Shri  Karamjit Singh appellant  then approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, received in it on 29.4.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During hearing of this case, today, Appellant informed that he has not been so far apprised of the outcome of his applications dated 2.2.2011 and 11.11.2011 against Shri Harnek Singh Halqa Patwari and others nor copy of the enquiry report in this regard has been supplied to him so far.


At this Shri Sandip Kumar, Clerk appearing on behalf of SDM stated that the enquiry was entrusted to Shri Jiwan Garg, Tehsildar Roopnagar who has since been placed under suspension.


In view of the facts that the appellant made an RTI application on 31.1.2012 for which no satisfactory reply /information has been supplied to him so far. 


 Shri Pushpinder Singh Kailey PIO-cum-SDM Roopnagar is directed to supply correct, complete and duly authenticated information to the appellant within a period of 3 weeks from today, free of cost under registered cover after getting the enquiry conducted. 

It is further made clear to him that failing to provide the complete and correct information in the above mentioned period would attract the penalty provisions of section 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 against him.


Adjourned to 15.7.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.6.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 

                                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baljinder Singh,

s/o Shri Jagdev Singh,

r/o # 74, Gali No. 6, 

Mohalla Ram Nagar, 

Patiala. 
                                                                                           Appellant
Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,
Patiala.    

                                                                                                     Respondent

                                             Complaint Case No. 1746    of 2013

Present:
Shri Baljinder Singh in person.


For the Respondent: Shri Sawar Ali, A.S.K.
ORDER:


Shri  Baljinder Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 6.3.2013 addressed to PIO O/O P.R.T.C., Patiala Depot, Patiala, sought following information:-
“Please give date and time for the inspection of personal file of Shri Ramesh Bhatti, Senior Assistant.”

GM, PRTC, Patiala vide letter No.143 dated 3.4.2013 informed the complainant that the sought information is third party information as per Section 11 of the RTI Act,2005. On being written by this office Shri Ramesh Bhatti, Senior Assistant, whose file is required to be inspected by you have not consented for the same.  

Not feeling satisfied with provided information, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 7.5.2013 and notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

Today during hearing, Shri Sawar Ali appearing on behalf of the respondent-PIO have stated that the requisite information has already been sent to the complainant  vide letter No. 143 dated 3.4.2013 wherein it has been categorically mentioned that under the provisions of Section 11 of the RTI Act,2005, since the information sought by the complainant was a third party information, consent of the concerned employee i.e. Shri Ramesh Bhatti, Senior Assistant, PRTC, Patiala, whose personal file was required to be inspected by Shri Baljinder Singh, complainant, was asked by letter No.6446 dated 19.3.2013 whether inspection should be allowed or not and Shri Ramesh Bhatti has informed vide letter dated 22.3.2013 that his personal file be not shown to anyone. He further stated that since the information sought by complainant was third party, the  complainant was informed of the factual position vide letter No.143 dated 3.4.2013  under the signatures of General Manager, PRTC, Patiala. 

I have heard both the complainant as well as respondent and perused the provided information. Since the information has rightly been declined and the complainant correctly informed, the case in hand is closed/disposed of. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:19.6.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 

                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Balkar Singh s/o Shri Harphool Singh,

VPO Nahran, Tehsil Sardulgarh,

Distt. Mansa-151507.                                                                       Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O  General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Cprporation,

Chandigarh Depot.   

                                                                                                     Respondent

                                             Complaint Case No.1762     of 2013
Present:
Shri Balkar Singh in person.


For Respondent: Shri Ranjit Singh, Superintendent,PRTC, Chandigarh.
ORDER:


Shri  Balkar Singh , complainant vide an RTI application dated 28.2.2013          addressed to General Manager, PRTC, Chandigarh ,sought following information on five points pertaining to embezzlement of Rs.780/- on 18.4.2011 by Shri Dilabar Conductor No. CH-9, Chandigarh Depot, on route Chandigarh to Palampur  and Shri Hardeep Singh, Conductor No.CC-9 for embezzlement of Rs.2994/- on route from Chandigarh to Jaipur:-
1. Certified copies of the action taken by your department against these employees;
2. Certified copy of the receipt of penalty imposed, if any, by your department;
3. Certified copy of any other action taken by your department;

4. Certified copy of the section of the Act under which action has been taken.

5. Certified copy of the order and name of the officer who passed orders for the reinstatement of these employees. 

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 29.4.2013.

Since the 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)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today Shri Ranjit Singh appearing on behalf of respondent stated that complete pointwise information has been sent to the complainant vide letter No.1184 dated 14.6.2013 under registered cover. He also delivers a copy of the letter to the complainant in the Commission itself. 

Both the parties have been heard. The provided information has been perused and the complainant expressed his satisfaction.  


Since complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant stands provided, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:19.6.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. J.S. Palial,

Village Palli, P.O. Bhater,

Tehsil Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.

   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62,

Mohali 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62,

Mohali.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 160/13

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. J.S. Palial in person.



For the respondents: Sh. Gian Singh.



The case sent to Ld. Chief Information Commissioner to be transferred to another Bench for further hearing. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.06.2013



State Information Commissioner

                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Manju Bala Thakral,

Street I-Daan, #4237, 

Near Raja Cinema Road,

Fazilka-152123                                                                                Appellant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O  District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education),

Ferozepur.   

First Appellate Authority,

o/o District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education),

Ferozepur.       





          Respondent

                                             Appeal Case No.919   of 2013

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the Respondent: Shri Pardeep Kumar, Deputy D.E.O.(SE), Ferozepur. 
ORDER:



Ms. Manju Bala Thakral, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 14.01.2013, addressed to PIO, O/O District Education Officer (SE), Ferozepur, sought copy of enquiry report in a complaint made by Shri Jaswinder Singh, clerk G.H.S.Asafwala Tehsil Fazilka (now G.S.S.S. Kheuwala Dhab) against her in which enquiry was conducted and thereafter complaint was filed. 



Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 with the First Appellate Authority-cum-DEO(SE), Ferozepur vide letter dated 23.02.2013 and later approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, received in it on  12.04.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.

During the hearing on 29.5.2013, Shri Charanjit Singh, Junior Assistant had informed that the copy of the inquiry report which had been conducted by Headmistress –cum-Inquiry Officer, Govt. High School, Khundar Utar had been sent to the appellant Ms Manju Bala vide letter No.1810 dated 17.5.2013 under registered letter dated 25.2.2013. However, a communication from Ms Manju Bala had been received in the Commission on 29.5.2013 wherein she had mentioned that the provided information was incomplete because she had not been provided the copy of the comments given by the D.E.O., Ferozepur on this inquiry report on the basis of which the complaint was filed against her. She had requested for adjournment of this case for some other date. 


PIO-cum-Deputy DEO, Ferozepur was, therefore, directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within 15 days. He was also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing with one spare set of provided information for the perusal of the Commission. 


Today appellant is not present. An e-mail dated 19.6.2013 has been received from the appellant mentioning receipt of incomplete information.  

During the hearing today, Shri Pardeep Kumar, Deputy DEO(SE), Ferozepur stated that he has joined on 10.6.2013 and accordingly requested for some more time to provide the requisite information. 

He is, therefore, directed to provide remaining information, duly attested within 7 days and shall be present on next date of hearing, with one spare set of provided information.  


The case is adjourned to 24.6.2013 at 11:00 AM. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 19.06.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinderjit Singh

71, Chhoti Baradari-II,

Opp. Medical College,

Garha Road,

Jalandhar.


   

    

 
       …Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

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

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62,

Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

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

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62,

Mohali.



        
 
  …Respondents

AC- 662/13

Order

Present:
Shri Surinderjit Singh Appellant in person.

For the respondent: Dr. Jarnial Singh, Assistant Director and Ms. Sudesh Rani, Supdt. Estt.-II. 

Vide RTI application dated 09.11.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Surinderjit Singh sought the following information: -

· From 2007 till date, year-wise no. of applications received from non-teaching (clerical) staff for promotion as teachers;

· Year-wise No. of officials promoted along with their names, date of appointment on regular basis, date of passing the typing test; date of passing the B. Ed. Exam. and date of promotion as masters / mistress;

 
It is further the case of Sh. Surinderjit Singh that he filed First Appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2 on 23.01.2013 while the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission on 15.03.2013.


On 7.5.2013, while Ms. Sudesh Rani, PIO submitted that no communication in this connection had been received in their office, as per the appellant, the application for information had been sent by registered post and he also presented before the Commission the relevant postal receipt.  Obviously, no information at all had been provided by the respondent to the appellant in response to his RTI application dated 09.11.2012 despite lapse of a period of six months.


As such, Ms. Sudesh Rani – Supdt. Estt.-II-cum-PIO was 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 was furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO was also 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.  In case she did not file her written reply and did not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that she had nothing to say and the Commission would proceed to take further proceedings against her ex parte. 


The PIO was also given show cause to explain as to why the appellant be not suitably compensated for the detriments suffered by him in seeking the information which had not been provided to him so far as envisaged under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005.


PIO was further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings would be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the meantime, respondent PIO was directed to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 09.11.2012 and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed along with a copy of the information so provided.


During the hearing of this case on 29.5.2013, Mrs Sudesh Rani, PIO-cum-Supdt. Estt.-II Branch, O/O Director Public Instructions(SE), Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Building, Section 62, Mohali had delivered a copy of undated letter wherein it had been mentioned that the information sought by the appellant did not exist in the record, therefore, it could not be provided under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act.,2005. The perusal of this letter revealed that despite of the fact the RTI application dated 9.11.2012 no information had been provided to the appellant till date. 


Therefore, Shri Kamal Kumar Garg,PCS, who happened to be the head of the Department of the Secondary Education was also treated as deemed PIO under the provisions of Section 5(4)(5) of RTI Act,2005 and was directed:-

1) to provide the pointwise relevant information to the appellant free of cost within a period of 15 days under registered cover;

2) He was further directed to send one copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its record. 

3) He would be personally present on the next date of hearing so that the provided information could be discussed with him; 


The decision on the show cause notice issued to Ms. Sudesh Rani, PIO-cum-Supdt. Estt.-II O/o Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Building, Phase 8, Mohali,  would be taken on the next date of hearing who would also be present. 


Today during hearing Ms Sudesh Rani, PIO-cum-Supdt. Estt.-II has stated that the requisite information has been sent to the appellant now vide letter No. 24/111-2013-Estt.-2(1/7) dated 14.6.2013 through registered cover. Since appellant had not received that information till now, therefore, a copy of the information was also provided to him in the Commission itself. The appellant after perusal of the same pointed out certain deficiencies which Shri Jarnail Singh, now PIO-cum-Assistant Director assured to remove immediately and to send the remaining information to him within 7 days period under registered cover. 

It is quite astonishing that Ms Sudesh Rani, PIO-cum-Supdt. Estt.-II has now provided the information today vide letter No. 24/111-2013-Estt.-2(1/7) dated 14.6.2013 to the appellant while the RTI application was filed by the appellant on 9.11.2012.  Since perusal of the entire case file proves the casual, willful and intentional negligent approach on the part of Ms Sudesh Rani, PIO-cum-Supdt. Estt.-II in providing the information when more than seven months period have already elapsed. 
Therefore, Commission imposes penalty of Rs.5000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) upon the PIO – Ms Sudesh Rani, PIO-cum-Superintendent Estt.-II office of Director of Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, for the inordinate delay caused in providing the information to the appellant.  This amount of Rs.5000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) is to be recovered by the DPI(SE), PSEB Building, Sector 62, Mohali, from the salary of Ms Sudesh Rani, Superintendent and to be deposited in the State Treasury under the following head:-

“Major Head-0070-

Other Administrative Services-60

Other Services-800

Other Receipts-86

Fee under the Right To Information Act,2005 (Penalty)”

within a month’s time. Dr. Kamal Kumar, Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Building, Sector 62, Mohali shall personally ensure the deduction of this penalty amount from the salary of Ms Sudesh Rani, Superintendent Estt. –II, O/O DPI(SE), Punjab, PSEB Building, Sector 62, Mohali and shall inform the Commission accordingly under the signature of Drawing and Disbursing Officer. 


A letter dated 14.6.2013 have also been received from Sh. Kamal Kumar Garg,PCS, DPI(SE), Punjab seeking exemption from appearance for today because of being on casual leave from 17.6.2013 to 2.6.2013, which is accorded therefore.

However, Shri Kamal Kumar Garg,PCS, Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, shall also furnish an affidavit explaining the reasons for delay in providing the information in time and shall also be present on the next date of hearing.


A photo copy of the challan receipt shall be presented before the Commission on the next date of hearing. 

The case is adjourned to 10.07.2013 at 11:00 AM. 

   






Sd/-
Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.06.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

(1) Shri Kamal Kumar Garg,PCS, 

(REGISTERED)

Director Public Instructions (SE), 

Punjab School Education Board Building, 

Sector 62, Mohali

(2) Shri Jarnail Singh,





(Registered)

Assistant Director

Director Public Instructions (SE), 

Punjab School Education Board Building, 

Sector 62, 

Mohali

(3) Ms. Sudesh Rani,





`(REGISTERED)
Supdt. Estt.-II

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

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Phase 8,

Mohali. 

For compliance, as directed hereinabove.









Sd/-
Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.06.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh

No. 57, Sector 41-A,

Chandigarh.


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

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

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62, Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

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

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62, Mohali.



        
 
  …Respondents

AC- 714/13

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh in person.

For the respondents: Shri Vikasjit Singh, Clerk and Shri Randhir Singh, Clerk.  


Vide RTI application dated 08.11.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh sought copies of record pertaining to ten (10) medical bills, detailed in the application, submitted by Ms. Ranbir Kaur, Retired Punjabi teacher from Govt. Girls Middle School, Mubarikpur, Distt. Mohali. 


 It is further the case of Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh that he filed First Appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2 on 01.01.2013 while the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission on 19.03.2013.


On 7.5.2013 Respondents had tendered a letter bearing No. 2/16-2013 Estt.-3(3) dated 06.05.2013 with a copy endorsed to the appellant which was stated to contain the requisite information sought by the applicant-appellant.   However, perusal of the same indicates that the information was incomplete.  This was so despite the fact that the application for information had been submitted as early as 08.11.2012.


Looking at the lackadaisical approach of the respondent-PIO, therefore, Ms. Suman Lata – Supdt. Estt.-III-cum-PIO was issued a show cause notice to explain 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 was furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO was also 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.  In case she did not file her written reply and did not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that she had nothing to say and the Commission would proceed to take further proceedings against her ex parte. 


The PIO would also show cause as to why the appellant be not suitably compensated for the detriments suffered by him in seeking the information which had not been provided to him so far as envisaged under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005.


PIO was further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings would be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the meantime, respondent PIO was directed to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 08.11.2012 and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed along with a copy of the information so provided.


On 29.5.2013, the case file had been perused. It was observed that the information pertaining to seven medical bills had been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 6.5.2013 whereas information provided regarding three bills was deficient. One last opportunity was therefore afforded to Smt. Suman, Supdt.-cum-PIO to provide complete information supported by the documents to the appellant free of cost, under registered cover within a period of two weeks from 29.5.2013. It was further observed that so far no written submissions had been filed by the PIO-cum-Supdt. Estt.-II Mrs Suman with regard to the show cause notice issued to her, she was therefore afforded another opportunity to make submissions in respect of show cause notice issued to her vide order dated 7.5.2013. She would be present on the next date of hearing and would explaining the delay caused in providing the information.  



Today a letter dated 7.6.2013 has been received in the Commission from Ms Suman Lata, Superintendent Estt.-III branch o/o DPI(SE), Punjab, Mohali wherein she has stated that she is on earned leave from 3.6.2013 to 5.7.2013 and Ms Suman Lata, PIO-cum-Supdt. Estt.-III also filed an affidavit dated 6.6.2013 wherein she has mentioned that the answering-respondent was posted in Estt.-III Branch on 22.2.2013 and order passed by the Commission on 2.4.2013 was received in the office of DPI (SE), Punjab in Estt.-III Branch on 26.4.2013. Prior to this present matter never came to her knowledge and the requisite information was supplied on 6.5.2013.  She has further tendered an unconditional and unqualified apology.  In view of detailed explanation tendered by respondent-PIO,  the show cause notice issued vide order dated 29.5.2013 is dispensed with. 


Today, Shri Vikasjit Singh, Clerk and Shri Randhir Singh, Clerk appearing on behalf of the respondent-PIO also deliver letter No.2/113-2013-Estt.-3-(3) dated 13.6.2013 enclosing therewith seven copies of sanction letters and other documents to the appellant in the Commission itself and the appellant showed his satisfaction with same.  


Now since information as per, records stands supplied vide letter dated 6.5.2013 and 13.6.2013, case is closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.06.2013



State Information Commissioner

