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SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. R. C. Verma 

A-76, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar 









Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb.,

Department of Higher Education,

Pb. Civil Sectt. 2, Sector – 9,

                                                                                                                                         Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Department of Higher Education, 

Education – 1 Br., R. No. 215,

Floor – 2, Pb. Civil Sectt. 2, Sector – 9,

Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer

O/o D.P.I. (Colleges), Punjab

SCO 66-67, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o D.P.I. (Colleges), Punjab

SCO 66-67, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh





Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1890/2015

Present:
Sh. R. C. Verma, Appellant in person.



1. Smt. Nirmla Rani, Superintendent, Edu. I Br., Pb. Civil Sectt.,



2. Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, Sr. Assistant, Edu. 1 Br, Pb. Civil Sectt.,



3. Smt. Maninder Kaur, Superintendent,, O/o DPI ©,



4. Sh. Jagmeet Kaur, Sr. Assistant, DPI ©, and



5. Sh. Vimal Mehra, Supdt., Hindu College, Amritsar – for Respondents.

ORDER



It shall be relevant to reproduce couple of orders dated 23.08.2016 and 08.11.2016 to understand the history of the case :-



Order dated 23.08.2016



“The following observations were made on 09.06.2016 :



“In my order dated 29.03.2016 I had observed as under :-



“None is present today on behalf of the Respondent.  Vide his letter dated 22.12.2015 the PIO has submitted that he is seeking the information from the concerned authorities of the       
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College, which is still awaited.   He is once again advised to inform this forum of the status of the action having been taken on the written representation of the appellant dated 29.08.2014. 



A close perusal of the file suggests that the original application lies with the PIO in the office of the Principal Secretary, Higher Education.  It is being pleaded by the information seeker that                                                                                                       

action has to be taken at the level of the government itself.  Through and through this matter is being defended by the office of the DPI (C) in the Commission. 



It is desired that the PIO in the concerned branch of the Government in the                                                                                                                      
Department of Higher Education should attend the original application to provide the information thus sought under intimation to the Commission.   By simply forwarding the application to the DPI (C) it shall not steer him clear of the responsibility to provide the information when it directly relates to him.”



Regrettably the status remains the same.  The PIO in the Education I Br., Department of Higher Education, Pb. Civil Sectt.2, Chandigarh, is once again advised to look into it and provide him the information available with them.  According to the appellant it relates to them only and not the directorate.  Any further delay shall be viewed seriously and penal action shall ensue.”



Smt. Santosh Bala, Sr. Assistant . O/o DPI (C), appearing on behalf of the respondent has nothing to add on the status of the case as exists on record. 



Despite the Commission’s repeated observations and directions, the PIO in the Education I Branch of the Department of Higher Education, Punjab, has failed himself/herself to address to the issue and take appropriate action.  In defiance of the orders reproduced above, the PIO has again nonchalant  and pompously passed it on to the Director, Public Instructions (Colleges) for appropriate action.  It is clear case of willful denial of information. 
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Taking cognizance of the same the PIO, Education 1 Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat 2, Chandigarh is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in writing through a self-attested affidavit as to why a penalty @ Rs.250/- per day of delay subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- till the complete information is furnished, be not imposed under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 on him/her for                                                                                                            

causing willful delay/denial of the information to the RTI applicant.



He/she is further asked as to why compensation be not awarded to the appellant under Section 19(8) (b) of the Act for the detriment suffered by him. 



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He/she  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.  

Be it noted that no further opportunity shall be afforded.”



Order dated 08.11.2016



Heard.



Smt. Nirmala Rani, PIO – cum – Superintendent is present.  She has submitted a written reply which says that the inquiry relating to the subject of the application has to be conducted by DPI © and he has been entrusted with the same.  She further states that the inquiry shall be completed if the appellant in the instant appeal also cooperates.”  



The case has been taken up today.



The appellant submits that he should be furnished with the proceedings of the inquiry which is under progress. 











Contd..page.4







-4-

APPEAL CASE NO.1890/2015


The respondents are directed to keep him informed of the progress thus made in the case.  As the available information with the respondents has already been provided to the appellant no further intervention of the Commission is warranted.  The case is disposed.









Sd/-

28.12.2016






 (Yashvir Mahajan)






 

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mr. Mohd Asad Ahsan,

S/o Mr. Ehsan- ur-Rehman,

#  813, Ward No.10, Mohalla Jawahar Nagar, 

Kamal Cinema Road, Malerkotla. Distt.Sangrur          



            Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director Public Instructions (S), 

Vidya Bhawan, PSEB Complex, Sector-62,

S.A.S Nagar.                                                                                                                        Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.1745/2016

Present:
Mr. Mohd Asad Ahsan, Complainant in person.



Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Sr. Assistant, O/o DPI (S) – for Respondent.

ORDER




The complainant is present.  He had sought to know the quantum of reservation for various categories in promotion from master cadre to the lecture inter alia the other information on the subject in the Department of School Education.



Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Sr. Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent has submitted that he has been informed appropriately vide their letter dated 21.12.2016.



From the perusal of the reply it seems that sufficient information has been provided.  The complaint is closed.










Sd/-
28.12.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner


