                                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri    Gulab Singh S.S. Teacher,

Govt. High School, Sathiala,

Tehsil Baba Bakala, 

Distt. Amritsar.                                                                         
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Headmistress,

 Govt. Girls High School,

Sathiala, Tehsil Baba Bakala,

Distt. Amritsar.                                                                                
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  2905   of 2014

Present:

Shri Gulab Singh, complainanat in person;

Shri Jagir Singh Master (English), Govt. Girl High School Sathiala for the respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Gulab Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 23.7.2014  addressed to  the PIO cum Head Master, Govt. Girls High School Sathiala, Tehsil Baba Bakala, Distt. Amritsar,  sought certain information on 3  points. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 14.10.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, it is observed that a set of documents containing the information supplied to the complainant, have been received in the commission vide letter No. 2473, dated 6.12.2014. The perusal of these documents reveal that the demanded information stands supplied to the complainant.  

Shri Gulab Singh applicant – complainant also stated before the commission that he has received the complete information in this case and does not want to pursue it any more.


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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.12.2014


   
      State Information Commissioner. 

                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                        SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Joginder Singh, Panch,       
                                                                                    s/o Shri  Ram Singh, 
Gram Panchayat Bika, 

Such Patti,(Handiya) 

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala.                           
                         
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Financial Commissioner, 

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab, Mini Sectt. Sector 9-A,

Chandigarh.                                                                    
    Respondent  
                                                          CC No.  2913 of 2014

Present: 
Shri Joginder Singh,  complainant in person;

Shri Preet Mohinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. complaint Section and 

Smt. Amarjit Kaur , Sr. Asstt. o/o D.R.D.P. Pb. Mohali
ORDER:


Shri Joginder Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  21.5.2014                                                                                                                                              addressed to Punjab State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh  sought an action taken report on his application dated 6.1.2014 sent to  the Hon’ble Chief Minister, Punjab, Chandigarh;  through Registered letter No ARP 25968056 IN.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 16.10.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


On the perusal of the case file, it is observed that the said RTI application was transferred by the PIO o/o Punjab State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh to the PIO o/o Principal Secretary  to Chief Minister, Punjab, PIO  o/o Rural Development & Panchayats Minister, Punjab and PIO o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab  vide letter No. PSIC/124/RTI/ 2014/ 1072-74, dated 23.5.2014 under the provisions of section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for providing the information directly to the complainant and the copy of this letter was also endorsed  to Shri Joginder Singh Panch, for seeking the demanded information directly from those offices. 


During the hearing of this case today, Smt. Amarjit Kaur, Sr. Asstt. o/o D.R.D.P. Pb.,  appearing on behalf of  respondent PIO,  handed over a copy of letter No. 18/14/2013/ np;-4/15002, dated 9.12. 2014,  to the applicant –complainant in the commission itself containing the information. Similarly, Smt. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt.  also handed over a copy of Memo No. 6/5/2014-Barnala-S/6673, dated 2.12.2014, containing the information to the complainant. A copy of the said letters were also given to the commission for its perusal . The perusal of the same further reveals that the demanded information has been handed over to the complainant as  per the office record. 


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







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                        SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Joginder Singh, Panch,       
                                                                                    s/o Shri  Ram Singh, Gram Panchayat Bika, 

Such Patti,(Handiya) 

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala.                           
                         
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director,

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 9-A62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali-160062.                                                          
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  2914 of 2014

Present:  
Shri Joginder Singh,  complainant in person;

Shri Preet Mohinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. complaint Section and 

Smt. Amarjit Kaur , Sr. Asstt. o/o D.R.D.P. Pb. Mohali
ORDER:


Shri Joginder Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  21.5.2014                                                                                                                                              addressed to Punjab State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh  sought an action taken report on his application dated 6.1.2014 sent to  the Hon’ble Chief Minister, Punjab, Chandigarh;  through Registered letter No ARP 25968056 IN.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 16.10.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


On the perusal of the case file, it is observed that the said RTI application was transferred by the PIO o/o Punjab State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh to the PIO o/o Principal Secretary  to Chief Minister, Punjab, PIO  o/o Rural Development & Panchayats Minister, Punjab and PIO o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab  vide letter No. PSIC/124/RTI/ 2014/ 1072-74, dated 23.5.2014 under the provisions of section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for providing the information directly to the complainant and the copy of this letter was also endorsed  to Shri Joginder Singh Panch, for seeking the demanded information directly from those offices. 


During the hearing of this case today, it is  noted that Shri Joharinder Singh Ahluwalia, PIO cum I/c complaint Branch o/o D.R.D.P. Pb.,  vide his office Memo no. 6/5/2014 /Barnala –S- 6673, dated 2.12.2014, has informed the commission that the request made by the complainant was received in the o/o D.R.D.P. on 5.1.2014 from the Office of Chief Minister, Punjab and the enquiry in the said case was entrusted to the DDPO Barnala vide letter No.666, dated 26.2.2014 , under registered cover. 

D.D.P.O. Barnala, has recommended to the D.R.D.P Pb for  filing of said complaint made by Shri Joginder Singh, Panch.  He also enclosed  the copy of enquiry report received from DDPO Barnala for the perusal of the same to the commission. 

It is further observed that all these documents, duly attested  have also been sent to the complainant for his information,  in view of his RTI application dated 21.5.2014 filed by him.

It is thus  observed that the complete demanded information as per the office record stands sent to the complainant. Therefore, no further cause of action survives and the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt.  Narinder Kaur,

Vill & Post Office Nizampur,

Tehsil & Distt. Amritsar.                                                                   
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director,  Rural Development &

Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, 

Sector 62,. S.A.S.Naar, Mohali.                                      
    Respondent  
                                                          CC No. 2929  of 2014

Present:
Shri Lakhbir Singh, authorized representative for the complainant;


Shri Preet Mohinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. complaint Section and 

o/o D.R.D.P. Pb. Mohali for the respondent PIO;
ORDER:


Smt. Narinder Kaur, complainant vide an RTI application dated 23.7.2014, addressed to PIO o/o D.R.D.P. Pb.,  sought the attested copies of the orders of Director rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab vide Memo no. 6/20/04-ASR-S-23748-55 dated 21.10.2009. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 18.9.2014.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, it is observed that the requisite information stands supplied to the complainant by Shri Joharinder Singh, PIO cum I/c complaint Branch o/o D.R.D.P. vide Memo No. 6/54/2014-Amritsar-S/6247, dated 12.12.2014. Smt. Preet Mohinder Kaur, appearing for the respondent PIO also handed over a copy of the supplied information to the commission for its perusal and record. The perusal of documents reveals that the demanded information stands supplied to the complainant.


Shri Lakhbir Singh, appearing for the complainant, also confirmed about 

the receipt of complete information by complainant.

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







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB  

No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurchain Singh

s/o Shri Chanan Singh,
V & P.O. Nizampur,

Tehsil & Distt. Amritsar.                                                  
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director,  Rural Development &

Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, 

Sector 62,. S.A.S.Naar, Mohali.                                     
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 2930  of 2014

Present:
Shri Lakhbir Singh, authorized representative for the complainant;


Shri Preet Mohinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. complaint Section and 

Smt. Amarjit Kaur , Sr. Asstt. o/o D.R.D.P. Pb. Mohali for the respondent PIO;
ORDER:


Shri Gurchain Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 23.7.2014,  addressed to PIO o/o D.R.D.P. Pb.,  sought the attested copies of the orders of Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, passed  vide Memo no. 6/20/04-ASR-S-23748-55 dated 21.10.2009. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 18.9.2014.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, it is observed that the requisite information stands supplied to the complainant by Shri Joharinder Singh, PIO cum I/c complaint Branch o/o D.R.D.P. vide Memo No. 6/54/2014-Amritsar-S/6247, dated 12.12.2014. Smt. Preet Mohinder Kaur, appearing for the respondent PIO also handed over a copy of the supplied information to the commission for its perusal and record. The perusal of documents reveals that the demanded information stands supplied to the complainant.

Shri Lakhbir Singh, appearing for the complainant, also confirmed about 

the receipt of complete information by complainant.

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







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Dheer Singh s/o Shri Surta Singh

V & P.O. Nizampur,

Tehsil & Distt. Amritsar.                                                  
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director,  Rural Development &

Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, 

Sector 62,. S.A.S.Naar, Mohali.                                    
    Respondent   
                                                          CC No. 2931  of 2014

Present:
Shri Lakhbir Singh, authorized representative for the complainant;


Shri Preet Mohinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. complaint Section 

.o/o D.R.D.P. Pb. Mohali for the respondent PIO;
ORDER:


Shri Dheer Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 23.7.2014, addressed to PIO o/o D.R.D.P. Pb.,  sought the attested copies of the orders of Director rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab vide Memo no. 6/20/04-ASR-S-23748-55 dated 21.10.2009. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 18.9.2014.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, it is observed that the requisite information stands supplied to the complainant by Shri Joharinder Singh, PIO cum I/c complaint Branch o/o D.R.D.P. vide Memo No. 6/54/2014-Amritsar-S/6247, dated 12.12.2014. Smt. Preet Mohinder Kaur, appearing for the respondent PIO also handed over a copy of the supplied information to the commission for its perusal and record. The perusal of documents reveals that the demanded information stands supplied to the complainant.

Shri Lakhbir Singh, appearing for the complainant, Shri Dheer Singh, also confirmed about the receipt of complete information by complainant.


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







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manu Bhargav s/o 
Sh. Vijay Bhargav,

Mohalla Kali Kambali, 

Fatehgarh Road, 
Varindawan House,

Hoshiarpur-146001.









                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Sec. Education), Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Sec. Education), Hoshiarpur.                                                       Respondent     
                                                      AC No. 3108    of 2014
Present:
None for the appellant;

Shri Gurpreet Singh, Clerk, o/o DEO(SE) Hoshiarpur for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:



Shri Manu Bhargava, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 16.8.2014, addressed to PIO,  sought following 2 points  information:

“1.
Give the information about way to file a complaint under the whistle  Blower Protection Act/Public interest discloser and Protection of informer resolution for the staff of the above said school. 
2.
Give the name of the competent authority under his resolution & name dof Public Servant – Principal Jatinder Singh Mankoo.”


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority o/o DPI (SEC) Chandigarh vide letter dated 22.8.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 7.10.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case, today. Shri Gurpreet Singh, Clerk, appearing for the  respondent PIO stated that  the original RTI application was not received in the o/o  D.E.O (SE) Hoshiarpur initially due to incomplete address and the demanded information could not be supplied to the appellant  and he requested for  an adjournment  for some more days, so that the demanded information could be  provided to  the appellant.


In view of the request made by the Shri Gurpreet Singh, appearing on behalf of Shri Balbir Singh, Dy.D.E.O. (SE)  Hoshiarpur, the case is adjourned to 5.1.2015.

Shri Balbir Singh, Deputy Distt. Education Officer (SE) Hoshiarpur is directed to supply the demanded information to appellant, as per the provisions contained in RTI Act, within a period of 7 days with a copy of the same to the commission for its perusal/record.


He is further directed to appear before the commission on next fixed date, with a copy of the supplied information.


To come up on  5.1.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further proceedings.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:16.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Balbir Singh, 

Dy.Distt. Education Officer,

(SE)  Hoshiarpur.

-for strict compliance. 
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:16.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manu Bhargav 
s/o Sh. Vijay Bhargav,

Mohalla Kali Kambali, 

Fatehgarh Road, 
Varindawan House,

Hoshiarpur-146001.                                                                        Appellant

Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Sec. Education), Hoshiarpur.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Sec. Education), Hoshiarpur.                                                     Respondent   
                                                      AC No. 3109    of 2014
Present:
None for the appellant;

Shri Gurpreet Singh, Clerk, o/o DEO(SE) Hoshiarpur for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:



Shri Manu Bhargava, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 16.8.2014, addressed to PIO,  sought  the following  information:

“1.
Give the certified  copy of Pro-active disclaimer under section 4(1) [B] of the above said school particularly (Name of the Public Servant – Principal Jatinder Singh Mankoo).”

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority o/o DPI (SEC) Chandigarh vide letter dated 23.8.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 7.10.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case, today. Shri Gurpreet Singh, Clerk, appearing for the  respondent PIO stated that  the original RTI application was not received in the o/o  D.E.O (SE) Hoshiarpur initially due to incomplete address and the demanded information could not be supplied to the appellant  and he requested for  an adjournment  for some more days, so that the demanded information could be  provided to  the appellant.


In view of the request made by the Shri Gurpreet Singh, appearing on behalf of Shri Balbir Singh, Dy.D.E.O. (SE)  Hoshiarpur, the case is adjourned to 5.1.2015.

Shri Balbir Singh, Deputy Distt. Education Officer (SE) Hoshiarpur is directed to supply the demanded information to appellant, as per the provisions contained in RTI Act, within a period of 7 days with a copy of the same to the commission for its perusal/record.


He is further directed to appear before the commission on next fixed date, with a copy of the supplied information.


To come up on  5.1.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further proceedings.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:16.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Balbir Singh, 

Dy.Distt. Education Officer,

(SE)  Hoshiarpur.

-for strict compliance. 
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:16.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Didar Singh,

s/o Sh. Zail Singh,

Vill. Chaudharpur, P.O. Jafarwal,

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur.
                                                 Appellant

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Gurdaspur.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Distt.Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Gurdaspur.       






Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 2775   of 2014                                                 

Present
Shri Didar Singh, Appellant. In person.

                      Shri Gurmit Singh,  Panchayat Secretary  for the  Respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Didar  Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  16.11.13  addressed to  DDPO, Gurdaspur  sought  certain information  pertaining to  receipt of grants and  expenditure since 5.10.2009, details of grants received pertaining to the  BPL beneficiaries  and information pertaining to the income from Shamlat land.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  19.1.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  9.9.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 20.11.2014.


On the last date of hearing,  Shri  Gurjit Singh, Accountant  appearing on behalf of   Respondent PIO stated that he had recently joined and similarly  BDPO, Gurdaspur  joined on 19.9.14 and requested for adjournment.


In view of the above noted facts, Shri Mohinderjit Singh, BDPO, Gurdaspur  was directed to supply to the appellant point-wise correct, complete  and duly attested information within a period of  7 days.  


He was further directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with one spare set of supplied information.  


Shri Mohinderjit Singh, BDPO, Gurdaspur  was also directed to file self attested affidavit certifying that the complete, correct  and duly attested  information  had been supplied to the appellant as per record and nothing had been concealed and the case was adjourned to  16.12.14  for further hearing.

During hearing of  this case, today it is observed that though Shri Didar Singh, appellant filed  an RTI application on 16.11.2013, the complete information is far from being provided by Shri Mohinderjit Singh, BDPO Gurdaspur. It is further noted that though Shri Mohinderjit Singh, BDPO Gurdaspur was directed  vide order dated 20.11.2014, to ensure the providing of point wise, correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant within a period of 7 days but  he has not cared to comply with the orders and sent a medical certificate. It is thus observed that he is denying the demanded information to the appellant intentionally by adopting a lackadaisical approach  as a period of almost one year and one month has already elapsed in providing the information. 

As such the commission in exercise of its powers conferred on it, issues a  show cause notice to Shri Mohinderjit Singh, PIO cum BDPO, Gurdaspur   to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on him for his failing to  provide correct and complete information to the appellant as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act,2005.



In addition to the written reply to be given in the shape of an affidavit, Shri Mohinderjit Singh, PIO cum BDPO, Gurdaspur is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


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

In the meantime, respondent PIO is directed to provide to appellant point-wise correct, complete and  duly attested information, free of cost, by registered post, within a period of 4 days, in accordance with his RTI application dated 16.11.2013 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.

The case is adjourned to 5.1.2014 at 11.00 A.M. for further proceedings.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.12.2014


   
State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Mohinderjit Singh,                          (REGISTERED)

 Block Dev. & Panchayats Officer

 Gurdaspur.

For necessary compliance. 
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.12.2014


   
State Information Commissioner. 

                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Master Jeet Ram ,

H.No. 301, Ward No. 12,

Krishna Colony, 

New Sabzi Mandi  Road,

Tohana, Distt. Fatehabad (Haryana)                                                             
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director, Public Instructions,

(Sec. Edu) Punjab, Vidhya Bhawan,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Naar, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o The Director, Public Instructions,

(Sec. Edu) Punjab, Vidhya Bhawan,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Naar, Mohali.                                                                       
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 3154    of 2014

Present:  Appellant in person.
                Ms. Sohinder Kaur, Asstt. Director (SA-2)  for respondent.

ORDER:



Master Jeet Ram, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13.6.14  addressed to PIO o/o DPI (SE), Punjab, Vidhya Bhawan,Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali. sought certain information on  4 points in enclosed format pertaining to the  Memo no. 19/11/90-Estt.-2(5), dated 13.11.90. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, it is observed that Asstt. Director (SA 2) O/O  DPI (SE), Punjab, Vidhya Bhawan,Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali  has informed the appellant that the demanded information cannot be provided in the prescribed format as it attracts the provisions of Section 2(f)  of the RTI Act.  
However, during the hearing today, she stated that some time may be given to enable her to supply the demanded information as the same pertains to the years 1990-96.  Acceding to her request, the case is adjourned to 6.1.15.

Ms. Sohinder Kaur, Asstt. Director (SA 2) O/O  DPI (SE), Punjab, Vidhya Bhawan,Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali  is directed to supply correct, complete and duly attested  information to the appellant within a period of 15 days from today.


She is further directed to attend the Commission on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information.


Adjourned to 6.1.2015 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:16.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:


Ms. Sohinder Kaur, Asstt. Director (SA 2)        (REGISTERED)

          O/O  DPI (SE), Punjab, Vidhya Bhawan,

          Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.

          For necessary compliance.  

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:16.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurvinder Singh, s/o Mohan Singh 
                                                                                         

# 1489, Gali No. 7, Kirpal Nagar,  

Near Tajpur Road,  

Ludhiana-141007.                                                                                                               
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali                                                                                   
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.3171    of 2014

Present: Appellant in person.
              Ms. Karan Jagdish Kaur, Dy. Secretary (Exam.) with  Shri Virender Madaan, Supdt. (Legal Cell) for respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Gurvinder Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  24.5.14, addressed to PIO o/o PSEB,  SAS Nagar, Mohali  sought certain information on   4 points pertaining to Ms. Neelam Kumari, Roll no. 1081556, Regn no. B-08-LOS-22079, Sr. no. TT9u 021680, date of birth 5.4.1988, d/o  Mohan Lal, and mother’s name  Tetri who has passed her 10th class  under Punjab Open School Scheme of  Study in the year 2009, 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 22.7.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   16.10.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Virender Madaan, Supdt. (Legal Cell) handed over  a copy of letter no. PSSB-OS/2014/6180, dated  15.12.14.  However, after perusal of the same, the appellant stated that the provided information  on point no. 1 is incomplete.  

This case has been re-heard at 3,30 pm.   However, Ms. Karan Jagdish Kaur, Dy. Secretary (Exam.) stated before the Commission  that the said RTI application was never received in the PSEB and they only came to know about the RTI application filed by the appellant after receipt of notice  from the Commission.  She further stated that the record pertaining to the demanded information at point no. 1 have been destroyed.  She also filed an affidavit in support of  her contention stating that the demanded information pertaining to point no. 1 is not available in office record because of destruction of record as per Govt. instructions and nothing have been concealed.


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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:16.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

 i) CC No.  2738  of 2014

 Shri Rajendra Prasad Mehta      Vs  DRDP,  Mohali.

ii)  CC No.  2758/14
Shri Rajendra Prasad Mehta      Vs  FC, Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Pb.

iii)  CC no. 2776/14

Shri Rajendra Prasad Mehta      Vs  BDPO, Hoshiarpur 2. FAA DDPO

                                                           Hoshiarpur.

Present :  Complainant in person.

                Shri A.S. Bhullar, DDPO,  Hoshiarpur.

                Shri Rajesh Chadha, BDPO,  Hoshiarpur.

                Shri Hardip Singh, Panchayat Officer, Ms. Avtar Kaur, Sr. Asstt.

                And  Ms. Nirmala Rani, Sr. Asstt.

                                    ………


The above mentioned complaint  cases filed by Shri Rajendra Prasad Mehta  were fixed for hearing today.  However, Shri Rajendra Prasad Mehta, complainant vide letter dated 16.12.14 has submitted  in writing  that  his complaint cases  being heard by  the undersigned be transferred to some other Bench as the SIC hearing these cases is from the  same district to which he belongs to.

In view of the written submissions made by the complainant, I would also like to recuse myself to hear these cases in the interest of justice.


It is therefore, requested that these complaint cases may be transferred to some other Bench.

(B.C. Thakur)

SIC

16.12.14.

Ld. CIC.

                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ashok Gupta,

Street No. 12, Janta Colony,

Rampura Phool, Distt. Bathinda.        
                                                                                   

Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education)

Bathinda. 

First Appellate Authority                                                                                                      

O/O  Director Public Instructions,

Punjab, (Secondary Education),

PSEB Building, Sector 62,

Mohali.





                                               

Respondent                                                     

                                                          AC No.   2879 of 2014

Present

None for  appellant.

                                 Shri Sukhbir Singh, Dy. DEO,  with Shri Maghi Ram, Sr.  

                                  Asstt. for respondent

ORDER:



Shri  Ashok Gupta, Appellant vide an RTI application dated   24.3.14 addressed to PIO cum DEO (S),  Bathinda  sought certain information on   10 points.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  8.7.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 17.9.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


During hearing of this case held on 18.11.14, it was observed that a communication vide letter dated 15.11.14 has been received in the Commission  wherein he has expressed his inability to attend the Commission today because of some compelling circumstances.  He has further mentioned in the  said letter  that he has not received any information in this case so far.


It was further noticed that a total lackadaisical approach  have been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete and correct  information to appellant  despite lapse of period of about 8 months and the information have not been provided to the appellant willfully and intentionally,  without any reasonable cause till date.      


Therefore, the Commission in the exercise of powers conferred  under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issued a show cause notice  to   PIO cum Dy. District Education  Officer, (S)  Bathinda to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon him for not providing the information willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on  24.3.14.  

ii)  He was  also afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing, failing to avail the same it  shall be presumed  that  he has nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against them.

iii) He was further  directed to provide  point-wise, correct and duly attested information to appellant free of cost,  under registered cover within  10 days from today. 

iv)He was also directed to attend the Commission,  on the next date of hearing  with one spare set of  provided information.

          The case was  adjourned to  today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Sukhbir Singh, Dy. DEO stated that the requisite information has been personally received by Shri Ashok Kumar,  appellant vide letter no.L-1/1/2014/RTI/1841, dated  13.11.14  and has given in writing that he has received the complete information and is satisfied.  He further stated that since  he was seriously sick,  could not provide the information earlier.

He further made a detailed submission expressing an innocence for delay  and also tender an apology.  As such,  show cause notice issued to him is dropped.

Now, since the complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant stands supplied to him, the case is disposed of.

 Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  16.12.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB                                                             SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ashok Gupta,

Street No. 12, Janta Colony,

Rampura Phool, Distt. Bathinda.        
                                                                  

Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education)

Bathinda. 

First Appellate Authority                                                                                                      

O/O  Director Public Instructions,

Punjab, (Secondary Education),

PSEB Building, Sector 62,

Mohali.





                                               

Respondent                                                     

                                                          AC No.   2880 of 2014

Present

None for appellant.

                                Shri Sukhbir Singh, Dy. DEO with Shri Maghi Ram, Sr. Asstt.
                                 For respondent.
ORDER:



Shri  Ashok Gupta, Appellant vide an RTI application dated   28.5.14  addressed to PIO o/o DEO (S), Bathinda  sought certain information on   11 points.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 8.7.14  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 17.9.14   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties

During hearing of this case held on 18.11.14, it was observed that a communication vide letter dated 15.11.14 has been received in the Commission  wherein he has expressed his inability to attend the Commission on that day because of some compelling circumstances.  He has further mentioned in the  said letter  that he has not received any information in this case so far.


It was further noticed that a total lackadaisical approach  have been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete and correct  information to appellant  despite lapse of period of about 6 months and the information have not been provided to the appellant willfully and intentionally,  without any reasonable cause till date.      


Therefore, the Commission in the exercise of powers conferred  under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issued a show cause notice  to   PIO cum Dy. District Education  Officer, (S)  Bathinda to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon him for not providing the information willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on  28.5.14.  

ii)  He was  also afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing, failing to avail the same it  shall be presumed  that  he has nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against them.

iii) He was further  directed to provide  point-wise, correct and duly attested information to appellant free of cost,  under registered cover within  10 days from today. 

iv)He was also directed to attend the Commission,  on the next date of hearing  with one spare set of  provided information.

         The case was adjourned to  today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Sukhbir Singh, Dy. DEO stated that the requisite information has been personally received by Shri Ashok Kumar,  appellant vide letter no.L-1/1/2014/RTI/1839, dated  13.11.14  and has given in writing that he has received the complete information and is satisfied.  He further stated that since  he was seriously sick,  could not provide the information earlier.


He further made a detailed submission expressing an innocence for delay  and also tender an apology.  As such,  show cause notice issued to him is dropped.


Now, since the complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant stands supplied to him, the case is disposed of.

 Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  16.12.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                             SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Sampuran Singh 

s/o Shri Lal Singh,

Vill. & Post office Bikapur,

Tehsil & Distt. Tarn Taran  
                                                                  
  
Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Tarn Taran.

First Appellate Authority                                                                                                      

O/O Additional Deputy Commissioner,

 (Development), Tarn Taran.




                            
Respondent      

                                                          AC No. 2898   of 2014

Present: 
None for the appellant;

Shri Rajbir Singh,  Panchayat Secretary  for the respondent.


ORDER:


Shri  Sampuran Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 30.6.2014  addressed to  PIO cum Block Development &  Panchayats Officer, Tarn Taran  sought certain information on 8  points relating to Gram Panchayat Bakipur, Block Tarn Taran Distt. Tarn Taran.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority O/O Additional Deputy Commissioner,  (Development), Tarn Taran vide letter dated 9.8.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 22.9.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


On the last date of  hearing of  this case held on 21.11.14, Shri Lakhwinder Singh Supdt cum APIO appearing for the respondent stated that the requisite information have been sent  to the appellant vide letter dated 30.7.2014, under registered cover. He also handed over to the commission, a copy of the provided information for its perusal and record.


However, it was noted that the appellant has requested for an adjournment   through an e-mail message received in the commission on 21.11.2014.


In view of the above noted facts, the appellant was directed to file his observations/ point out deficiencies regarding the provided information to him, with the Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Tarn Taran / Panchayat Secretary Gram Panchayat Bakipur, Block Tarn Taran within a period of 7 days from today, who would ensure the providing of remaining information within a period of next 7 days.


(i)Shri Harnandan Singh, BDPO Tarn Taran was directed to ensure that the complete, correct and duly attested information is   provided to the appellant. (ii) He was also directed to attend the commission personally on the next date of hearing with one set of provided information for its perusal.


The case was adjourned to today.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Rajbir Singh,  Panchayat Secretary Bakipur, Block Tarn Taran handed over to the Commission copy of letter no.2266, dated 15.12.14 duly signed by  PIO cum BDPO, Tarn Taran alongwith  certain annexures running into 82 pages,  on the  first page of  which the appellant has submitted in writing that he has received the complete information and is satisfied.


In view of the fact that the information in this appeal case now stands supplied to the appellant to his satisfaction, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bharat Bhushan s/o Shri Krishan Kumar,

# 319-B, Ward No. 24, New Abadi,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.
                                                            Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, D.A.V. School,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana-141401. 

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Principal, D.A.V. School,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana-141401                                                      Respondent   

                                                      AC No.1761 of 2014

Present:
Shri Vipan Kumar authorized representative of Shri Bharat Bhushan appellant. 

Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, Advocate with Shri Rakesh K. Shahi, Advocate and Ms. Harmandeep Kaur, Principal  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri  Bharat Bhushan, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13.2.2013, addressed to PIO o/o Principal, D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec) Khanna,  sought certain information  for the period from 2008 to 2013 pertaining to its sports wing.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority cum Principal D.A.V. School & College Managing Committee, New Delhi , vide letter dated 3.5.2013,  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 19.5.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


This case was heard on 26.6.14, 20.8.14, 3.9.14, 13.10.14, 18.11.14 and 11.12.14.  On the last date of hearing i.e. on 11.12.14, since none had put in  appearance on behalf of the appellant, I had heard Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, advocate appearing on behalf of D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna and the case was fixed for orders on  today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Bharat Bhushan, appellant requested for adjournment of this case  at least for a period of  7 days due to death of some of his close relation.


In view of the request made by Shri  Bharat Bhushan, he is afforded last opportunity to file written submissions to prove as to how the Respondent - D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna  is covered under the provisions of  Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005 and is amenable to provide him the information as Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, advocate appearing on behalf of D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna has filed written submissions wherein he has stated the Respondent – School is unaided educational institution  and is not getting any grant in aid or receiving any funds either from the Central Govt., State Govt. or local authority and not liable to provide information.


DEO (SE),  Ludhiana is also directed to file written submissions certifying that whether  D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna is Govt. aided or not and whether  Govt. is  having any  control over its functioning or not?


Adjourned to 6.1.15 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  16.12.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Distt. Education Officer (SE),             (REGISTERED)

Ludhiana.

For necessary compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  16.12.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

     SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bharat Bhushan,

s/o Sh. Krishan Kumar 

#319, Ward No. 24,

New Abadi Khanna,

Ludhiana.
                                                                                                    

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o D.A.V. Sr. Sec. School,

Opp. Indian Oil Godown,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/O Managing committee,

D.A.V. Schools& Colleges,

Chitar Gupt Road, New Delhi.                                                                         

Respondent 

                                                      AC No. 2426   of 2014

Present:

Appellant in person.

None for the respondent

ORDER:


    Shri Bharat  Bhushan,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.2.2013 , addressed to   DAV  Public School  (Senior Secondary School) adjacent to Indane Gas Godown, Khanna  sought  attested copy  of complaint made during the year 2009, against Sarita Garg, vide  office no. 522, dated 9.9.11 , alongwith action taken report. 


      Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 3.5.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 23.7.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.

This case was heard on 1.10.14, 13.10.14, 18.11.14 and 11.12.14.  On the last date of hearing i.e. on 11.12.14, since none had put in  appearance on behalf of the appellant, I had heard Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, advocate appearing on behalf of D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna and the case was fixed for orders on  today.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Bharat Bhushan, appellant requested for adjournment of this case  at least for a period of  7 days due to death of some of his close relation.

In view of the request made by Shri  Bharat Bhushan, he is afforded last opportunity to file written submissions to prove as to how the Respondent - D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna  is covered under the provisions of  Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005 and is amenable to provide him the information as Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, advocate appearing on behalf of D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna has filed written submissions wherein he has stated the Respondent – School is unaided educational institution  and is not getting any grant in aid or receiving any funds either from the Central Govt., State Govt. or local authority and not liable to provide information.


DEO (SE),  Ludhiana is also directed to file written submissions certifying that whether  D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna is Govt. aided or not and whether  Govt. is  having any  control over its functioning or not?

Adjourned to 6.1.15 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  16.12.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Distt. Education Officer (SE),             (REGISTERED)

Ludhiana.

For necessary compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  16.12.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vipan Kumar s/o Shri Krishan Kumar,

H.No. 319 B, Ward No. 24, 

New Abadi Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                                               

Appellant

Public Information Officer,

O/o D.A.V.Public Sr. Sec. School,

Opp. Indian Oil Godown,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/O Managing committee,

D.A.V. Schools & Colleges,

Chitar Gupt Road, New Delhi-110055.                                                          

Respondent  

                                                      AC No. 2427   of 2014

Present:

Shri  Bharat Bhushan , authorized rep.  for the appellant




None for respondent.
ORDER:


    Shri Vipan Kumar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.2.13, addressed to PIO O/o D.A.V.Public Sr. Sec. School, Opp. Indian Oil Godown, Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.  sought certain information on  8   points  pertaining to  implementation of Right to Education Act in the school.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 3.5.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 23.7.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


This case was heard on 1.10.14, 13.10.14, 18.11.14 and 11.12.14.  On the last date of hearing i.e. on 11.12.14, since none had put in  appearance on behalf of the appellant, I had heard Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, advocate appearing on behalf of D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna and the case was fixed for orders  today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Bharat Bhushan, appearing on behalf of  appellant requested for adjournment of this case  at least for a period of  7 days due to death of some of his close relation.


In view of the request made by Shri  Bharat Bhushan, appellant  is afforded last opportunity to file written submissions to prove as to how the Respondent - D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna  is covered under the provisions of  Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005 and is amenable to provide him the information as Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, advocate appearing on behalf of D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna has filed written submissions wherein he has stated the Respondent – School is unaided educational institution  and is not getting any grant in aid or receiving any funds either from the Central Govt., State Govt. or local authority and not liable to provide information.


DEO (SE),  Ludhiana is also directed to file written submissions certifying that whether  D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna is Govt. aided or not and whether  Govt. is  having any  control over its functioning or not?


Adjourned to 6.1.15 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  16.12.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Distt. Education Officer (SE),             (REGISTERED)

Ludhiana.

For necessary compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  16.12.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

                                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                        SCO No. 84-85,     Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vipan Kumar s/o Shri Krishan Kumar,

House No.319, Ward No. 24, 

New Abadi, Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.
                                                                                         

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

D.A.V. Sr. Sec. School,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Principal,

D.A.V. Sr. Sec. School,

Khanna, Distt.Ludhiana.                                                                             

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 2133 of 2014

Present:  Shri Bharat Bhushan, authorized rep. of Appellant.
                None  for respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Vipal Kumar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 18.2.13 addressed to PIO, cum Principal, D.A.V. Sr. Sec. School,Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana  sought certain information on 11  points  for the period from 2010-12.



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  11.5.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  26.6.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


This case was heard on 9.9.14, 12.9.14, 24.9.14, 13.10.14, 18.11.14 and 11.12.14.  On the last date of hearing i.e. on 11.12.14, since none had put in  appearance on behalf of the appellant, I had heard Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, advocate appearing on behalf of D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna and the case was fixed for orders   today.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Bharat Bhushan, appearing on behalf of  appellant requested for adjournment of this case  at least for a period of  7 days due to death of some of his close relation.


In view of the request made by Shri  Bharat Bhushan, appellant  is afforded last opportunity to file written submissions to prove as to how the Respondent - D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna  is covered under the provisions of  Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005 and is amenable to provide him the information as Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, advocate appearing on behalf of D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna has filed written submissions wherein he has stated the Respondent – School is unaided educational institution  and is not getting any grant in aid or receiving any funds either from the Central Govt., State Govt. or local authority and not liable to provide information.


DEO (SE),  Ludhiana is also directed to file written submissions certifying that whether  D.A.V. Public School (Sr. Sec.), Khanna is Govt. aided or not and whether  Govt. is  having any  control over its functioning or not?


Adjourned to 6.1.15 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  16.12.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Distt. Education Officer (SE),             (REGISTERED)

Ludhiana.

For necessary compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  16.12.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

                                     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Complaint  Case No. 2148/2014.

Date of  Decision :    December  16,   2014.

Shri Mandeep Singh,

Krishna Nagar, Street No. 10,

Nr. G.N.D. School,

Khanna-141401. 

Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                          
  

Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Lala Sarkaru Mal Sarvhitkari

Sr. Sec. Vidya Mandir, Shiksha Marg,

Khanna-141401, Distt. Ludhiana.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 2148 of 2014

ORDER:


Shri Mandeep Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 30.12.13  addressed to PIO cum Principal,  Lala Sarkaru Mal Sarvhitkari Sr. Sec.  Vidya Mandir, Shiksha Marg,  Khanna  sought  certain information  pertaining to the admission of BPL  students under the RTE Act.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on  4.8.14.


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 Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.
 


During hearing of this case  on 13.10.14, Shri Rakesh K. Shahi,  advocate appearing on behalf of Principal,  Lala Sarkaru Mal Sarvhitkari Sr. Sec.  Vidya Mandir,  Khanna   filed written submissions   stating that the Respondent – ,  Lala Sarkaru Mal Sarvhitkari Sr. Sec.  Vidya Mandir,  Khanna  is not a public authority as per provisions contained in  Section 2(h) of  RTI Act, 2005, and is therefore not liable to provide information and that is the reason no information has been provided to the complainant.   


Since the information was thus denied to  Shri Mandeep Singh, applicant requested for adjournment of his case to some other date so  that he could file his written submissions to prove as to how the Lala Sarkaru Mal Sarvhitkari Sr. Sec.  Vidya Mandir, Shiksha Marg,  Khanna   is a public authority as per provisions of  Section 2(h) of the Act ibid and is liable to provide information to him.


In view of above facts, the case was adjourned to 18.11.14 for further proceedings and both  Shri Mandeep Singh, complainant and Principal,  Lala Sarkaru Mal Sarvhitkari Sr. Sec.  Vidya Mandir, Shiksha Marg,  Khanna  were directed  to attend the Commission  personally on the next fixed date.


However, despite affording sufficient time to the complainant,  neither he appeared before the Commission on  18.11.14 nor filed written submissions.  As such, the complainant was afforded one  last opportunity to file written submission in support of his contentions  and was also directed to explain the facts by appearing in person or through an authorized representative and the case was adjourned to  10.12.14   However, complainant neither appeared  on that date nor  filed written submissions.  As such, the case was fixed on 16.12.14 for orders.


Now, it is observed that a communication vide letter  dated 13.12.14  duly signed by  Shri Mandip Singh, complainant has been received in the Commission on  15.12.14 wherein it has been stated  that he has already requested vide letter dated  27.11.14 sent under registered cover that  he wants to withdraw his complaint  case.  It is therefore again requested that his complaint  case may be considered as withdrawn.



In view of the above noted facts, without going into the merits of the case,  the complaint case filed  by Shri  Mandeep Singh, complainant is dismissed as withdrawn.

Chandigarh.






               (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:   16.12.2014


                State Information Commissioner. 

