                                                                                                                                                                                              



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Hoshiar Singh s/o Sh. Chet Singh,

# 189, Vill Ahmed Dhandi,

Tehsil Guru Harsahai, Distt. Ferozepur.                                             
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.                                                                                         
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 3047  of 2014

Present:       None for complainant.
                   Shri  Ravinder Pal Singh, DDPO with Shri Darshan Singh, BDPO            for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Hoshiar Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  24.7.14 addressed to   DC,  Ferozepur sought  action taken report on complaint no. 2309/HRC, CHD filed by him with the  Human Rights Commission .


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  29.10.14.   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 hearing of this case today, Shri  Ravinder Pal Singh, DDPO appearing alongwith Shri Darshan Singh, BDPO, Mamdot stated that he has brought the information to be provided to the complainant vide letter no.  2125, dated 29.12.14 in the Commission.  However, since the complainant had not come, the Commission directed the DDPO to send the same to him today itself under registered cover and to supply a copy of the registered postal receipt to it for record.


On the direction of the Commission,  the DDPO, Ferozepur sent the information to complainant vide Regd. letter bearing no. G RP 3889156841N today.   As such, no cause of action survives further and the case is disposed of.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

    i)  CC No.  3078   of 2014.

ii) CC No. 3079 of 2014.  

iii) CC No. 3080 of  2014.
Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira,

Ex-MLA,  H.No. 6, Sector 5,

Chandigarh.                                                                             
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Secondary Education), 

Kapurthala. 
Public Information Office cum D.C.F.A.,

O/o  Deputy Controller Finance &

 Accounts, Local Audit Department,

Kapurthala
Tehsildar,  Bhaloth

Distt. Kapurthala.

Headmaster, 

Sant Prem Singh Khalsa High School

Begowal, Distt.  Kapurthala. 

                                                                                                
    Respondents.

Present: :     Shri  Amaninder Singh, advocate   for complainant.

                   Shri  Aroor Singh, Teacher with Shri Nishi Kant, Distt. Reserve Person(DRP)   for respondent (in CC no. 3078/14 and CC 3080/14).

                   Shri Amaninder Singh, DCFA (Local Audit), Kapurthala for respondent 

                    (in CC no. 3079/14).
ORDER:

Since the demanded information  in all the 3 cases i.e. CC  no. 3078/14, CC no. 3079/14 and CC no. 3080/14 is the same, so all these complaint cases are being dealt with by a common order.

The facts of the case are that Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira,  complainant vide  RTI applications dated  6.6.14/4.6.14  addressed to  PIO o/o DEO (SE),   Kapurthala,   PIO  cum D.C.F.A. O/o  Deputy Controller Finance & Accounts, Local Audit Department, Kapurthala and PIO cum Head Master, Sant Prem Singh Khalsa High School, Kapurthala sought certain information   on four 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 4.11.14.  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  the parties for today.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Amaninder Singh, DCFA (Internal Audit),  Kapurthala  stated that the requisite information on Point no. 1 stands supplied vide letter no. 7014/258, dated 10.6.14 which was duly received by Shri  Jasmeet Singh, authorized representative of the complainant on 10.6.14,   He further stated that  since information  on Point no. 2 to 4 pertains to the Principal, Sant Prem Singh Khalsa High School, Begowal, Distt.  Kapurthala and  Tehsildar,  Bhaloth, the RTI application was accordingly transferred to these public  authorities under the provisions of Section 6(3) of the Act ibid  vide letter no. 7014/263, dated  11.6.14 and vide letter no. 7041/259, dated 10.6.14 respectively and applicant was accordingly asked to seek the remaining information from these authorities.


At this, Shri Amaninder Singh, Advocate appearing on behalf of the applicant –complainant stated that though the RTI applications were rightly transferred by the DCFA (Internal Audit), Kapurthala to the Tehsildar, Bhaloth and  Principal, Sant Prem Singh Khalsa High School, Begowal, Distt.  Kapurthala but no information has been provided.

Shri Aroor Singh, Teacher  appearing on behalf of  Headmaster, Sant Prem Singh Khalsa High School, Begowal, Distt.  Kapurthala handed over a letter duly signed by Shri  Sewa Singh, Headmaster, SPS  Khalsa High School, Begowal, Distt. Kapurthala requesting for an adjournment to some other date due to an ailment.  Shri Aroor Singh further stated that the Headmaster of  the said School has recently undergone heart surgery and requested for adjournment to some other date.


In view of above noted facts, Shri Sewa Singh, Headmaster, Sant Prem Singh Khalsa High School, Begowal, Distt.  Kapurthala and Shri Gurdev Singh Dham,  Tehsildar,  Bhaloth are impleaded as necessary parties.


Both are directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with written submissions,  and relevant record for the perusal of the same by the Commission as RTI application of applicant was transferred to them six months back for providing information to complainant.


It is made clear that if Shri Gurdev Singh Dham,  Tehsildar,  Bhaloth and Shri Sewa Singh, Headmaster, Sant Prem Singh Khalsa High School, Begowal, Distt.  Kapurthala failed to comply with the above directions of the Commission, the penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act could be considered to be invoked against them, without affording further opportunity.


Shri Roop Lal, DEO (SE), Kapurthala is also directed to appear personally before the Commission on the next fixed date and to explain in writing as to what action has been taken on the RTI Application addressed to him by the complainant in CC no. 3078 of 2014. 

The cases are adjourned to  22.1.15 at  11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:

Shri Roop Lal                                     (REGISTERED)

Distt. Education Officer (SE)

Kapurthala.

Shri Gurdev Singh Dham,                       (REGISTERED)

Tehsildar,  Bhaloth

Distt. Kapurthala.

Shri Sewa Singh                                    (REGISTERED)

Headmaster, 

Sant Prem Singh Khalsa High School,

 Begowal, Distt.  Kapurthala 

For necessary compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 
                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harbhajan Singh,

# 72, Green City, Street No. 2, 

Post Office  J.S.Avenue,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar-143008                                                                      

Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Head Master,

Govt. High School Thoba,

District Amritsar.   

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Secondary Education)

Amritsar.                                                                                                              
Respondent                                                     

                                                          AC No.  3220  of 2014

Present: :     Shri  Parbodh Chander Bali, authorized rep. of  appellant.

                   Shri  Rajdeep Singh, Clerk o/o DEO (SE), Amritsar with Ms. Ravinder Kaur, Principal  for respondent.
ORDER:


Brief facts of the case are that the appellant vide an RTI application dated 17.5.13 addressed to  Head Master,  Govt. High School,  Thoba, Distt. Amritsar  sought certain information on  4 points pertaining to his request for change of option for  revision of his salary/pension. 


He filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority cum DEO (SE), Amritsar  vide letter dated 25.7.13. Thereafter, he approached   the Commission in second appeal  and  accordingly this case was heard by Shri Narinderjit Singh, SIC who vide his order dated  24.7.14 relegated  the same to the First Appellate Authority cum DEO (SE), Amritsar with the direction that the appeal of the appellant shall be decided within one month as per provisions of RTI Act, 2005.

Now subsequently, the appellant has approached the Commission in second appeal filed on  17.10.14, as his first appeal have not been decided by DEO (SE), Amritsar despite direction of the Commission.


During  hearing of this case today,  Shri Parbodh Chander Bali appearing on behalf of appellant stated that though Shri Narinderjit Singh, SIC  vide order dated 24.7.14 relegated the matter to the First Appellate Authority cum DEO (SE), Amritsar  with the direction that the 1st appeal of the appellant  be decided within one month as per provisions contained in the RTI Act, 2005, he has not decided the first appeal  till date which is sheer disobedience of the order of the Commission.

It is further noted that there is no document on record from where it could be ascertained as to whether the DEO (SE) Amritsar has decided the 1st appeal of the appellant as per directions of the Commission or not?

In view of the above noted facts, the attention of the DEO (SE), Amritsar is invited to  the judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India  in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787 to 10788 of 2011 dated 12.12.2011,(Arising out of SLP © No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010) wherein in Para no.26, 29, 35, 36, the role of First Appellate Authority has clearly been defined as under:-

“[Para 26] 

F. Right of Appeal against an order – A right of appeal is always a creature of statute – A right of appeal is a right of entering a superior forum for invoking its aid and interposition to correct errors of the inferior forum – It is a very valuable right – Therefore, when the statute confers such a right of appeal that must be exercised by a person who is aggrieved by reason of refusal to be furnished with the information.

[Para 29]

H. Interpretation by Statutes – Where statute provides for something to be done in a particular manner. It can be done in that manner alone and all other modes of performance are necessarily forbidden. 1876 (1) Ch. D.426 : AIR 1936 PC 253 (1) : AIR 1964 SC 358, relied.

[Para 35]

I.Interpretation of Statutes – No statute should be interpreted in such a manner as to render a part of it redundant or surplusage.

[Para 36]

J. Enactment of statute by Legislature - Interpretation of statute –Legislature does not  waste words or say anything in vain or for no purpose – Thus a construction which leads to redundancy of a position of the statute cannot be accepted in the absence of compelling reason.” 

In view of above noted facts, the first appellate authority cannot escape from his statutory duty of deciding the 1st appeal filed before him and for non-compliance of above provisions, he can be held responsible.    
As such, the case of the appellant is remitted back to  Shri Satinderbir Singh, DEO (SE), Amritsar with the direction again to decide the 1st  appeal  dated 25.7.13  filed by the appellant in accordance with the provisions contained in the RTI Act, 2005.

He is further directed to ensure the providing of point-wise correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant free of cost in accordance with law after affording an adequate opportunity of being heard both to appellant and PIO.


The FAA  is further directed to peruse all the relevant documents and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete relevant and correct.


Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records and law, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.  In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated  17.5.13  filed under the Act ibid and after complete information as per provisions of  said Act is provided to the appellant, Ist appeal shall be disposed of by passing a speaking order.


If, however, still the appellant  does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., he will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005,


Further to avoid any inconvenience to the parties, the appellant as well as Ms. Ravinder Kaur, Principal  Head Master,  Govt. High School,  Thoba, Distt. Amritsar are directed to appear before First Appellate Authority cum DEO (SE), Amritsar  tomorrow i.e. 31.12.14 at 1200 Hrs.
          In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of 

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:

Shri Satinderbir Singh,                                (REGISTERED)

Distt. Education Officer (SE), Amritsar.

For necessary compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Parampal Singh,

s/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

Vill. Nidhana, Tehsil Guru Har Sahai,.
                                                                                         

Distt. Ferozepur.                                                                                                         
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Guru Har Sahai, 

Distt. Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Distt. Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Ferozepur.                                                                                                           
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  3240  of 2014

                                                   
Present: :      Shri Balwinder Singh, authorized rep.  for complainant.

                   Shri  Ravinder Pal Singh, DDPO with Sh. Chhinder Pal, Panchayat Secretary    for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri   Parampal Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27.8.14, addressed to PIO cum BDPO,  Guru Har Sahai, Distt.  Ferozepur sought certain information on  7  points pertaining to Gram Panchayat Nidhana, Block Guru Harsahai,  Distt. Ferozepur.


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 29.9.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 28.10.14  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 Ravinder Pal Singh, DDPO stated that PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Nidhana, vide letter no. 18, dated  18.9.14 has demanded an amount of  Rs. 2010/- as additional fee/document charges from the appellant for providing him the information as the same was voluminous.  However, he did not deposit  any amount.  Despite that, he has brought the information running into approximately 1000 pages to be handed over to the appellant today in the Commission.  


Since, Shri Balwinder Singh attended the Commission on behalf of appellant.   He will hand over the information to him tomorrow, after explaining the details of supplied information.    


On the request of  DDPO, Ferozepur, case  is adjourned to  20.1.15 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vimal Deep, s/o Sh. Tirath Ram,

# 214, Ward No. 13,

Santoshi Mata Mandir Road,

Dhariwal, Distt. Gurdaspur-143519.                                                                       
Appellant

vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Elementary Education)
Gurdaspur..

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Elementary Education)

Gurdaspur.                                                                                                                 
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  3250  of 2014

Present: :     Complainant in person.

                   Shri  Jasbir Kumar, Clerk  o/o DEO(E)   for respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Vimaldeep Appellant vide an RTI application dated 7.8.14, addressed to PIOo/o DEO (EE), Gurdaspur sought certain information pertaining to Model Middle School (Aided) Dhariwal.


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  18.9.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 28.10.14  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, it is observed that the requisite information has been supplied by the PIO o/o DEO (EE), Gurdaspur to the appellant vide letter no. 20458-59, dated 25.11.14.


It is further observed that the provided information is as per the RTI application filed by the appellant.  


As such, Since now  the complete information stands provided to the appellant, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander,

s/o Shri Kishan Chand,

vill Bhungal, P.O. Badhani,

Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot-145001.                                                        
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education  Officer,

(Elementary Education)

Gurdaspur. 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 3087    of 2014

  Present: :     Complainant in person.

                   Shri  Jasbir Kumar, Clerk       for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Parbodh Chander, complainant vide an RTI application dated   12.6.14 addressed to PIO o/o DEO (E),  Gurdaspur  sought following  information on 2 points for the period from 2007 to 2010:-
 1) Cut off merit of general category (teaching fellows post).

 2)  How much post lying vacant after recruitment of teaching fellows post.

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 4.11.14.  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 hearing of this case today, it is observed that the requisite information have been supplied by the DEO (EE), Gurdaspur to the complainant vide letter no. Estt. 2014(E-1), 237, dated 26.12.14.   The complainant also expressed his full satisfaction with the provided information.


As such, since  no cause of action survives further, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander,

s/o Shri Kishan Chand,

vill Bhungal, P.O. Badhani,

Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot-145001                                                          
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education  Officer,

(Elementary Education)

Gurdaspur.                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.3088     of 2014

  Present: :     Complainant in person.

                       Shri   Jasbir Kumar, Clerk  for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Parbodh Chander, complainant vide an RTI application dated 8.7.14                                                                                                                         addressed to PIO o/o DEO (E), Gurdaspur  sought certain information pertaining to   teaching fellows (Deptt. of  Edu.) during 2007-2010.

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 4.11.14.   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 hearing of this case today, it is observed that the requisite information have been supplied by the DEO (EE), Gurdaspur to the complainant vide letter no. Estt. 2014(E-1), 237/1, dated 26.12.14.   The complainant also expressed his full satisfaction with the provided information.


As such, since  no cause of action survives further, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar-143001.


                                                                                                Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Finance,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Finance,

Chandigarh                                                                                                 
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  3105  of 2014

Present: :      Complainant in person.

                   Shri  Jang Singh, Supdt.    for respondent.
ORDER:



Shri  Parbodh Chander Appellant vide an RTI application dated   11.8.14 addressed to PIO, Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Deptt. of Finance, Chandigarh  sought certain information on  7 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 13.9.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 13.10.14  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  Jang Singh, Supdt. stated that since  the demanded  information  pertained to the Local Govt. Deptt., Punjab, as such, RTI application filed by the appellant was transferred under the provisions of Section 6(3) of the Act ibid to the Secretry, Govt.of  Punjab, Deptt. of  Local Govt.  vide letter no. 295975/1, dated 26.8.14, and a copy of the same was also endorsed to the appellant for seeking this information directly from him.   However, the appellant stated that no information have been provided to him so far.

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,  appellant stated that though the information  pertained to the Local Govt. Deptt., Punjab have been supplied by the PIO o/o Director, Local Govt. Deptt., Punjab (Accounts Br.) vide letter no. 33573, dated 8.9.14 but the entire information existed with the PIO O/O Principal  Secretary to the Govt. of Punjab, Deptt. of  Finance, and in this way information on certain points still remains to be provided to him.


At this, Shri  Jang Singh, Supdt. stated that  he will supply the remaining point wise complete information to the appellant  within a period of 7 days free of cost under registered cover.


It is thus noticed that a total lackadaisical approach  have been adopted by the respondent PIO o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Deptt. of Finance, Chandigarh in providing the complete and correct  information to appellant  and the information have been still denied by PIO to the appellant till date willfully,  intentionally and without any reasonable cause.      


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

i) Issues a show cause notice  to   Shri Kulwant Singh, PIO cum Dy. Secretary (Finance), 7th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh 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 his failing to provide the information to appellant  till date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on  11.8.14.  

ii)  He is  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 is further  directed to provide  point-wise, correct and duly attested information to appellant free of cost,  under registered cover within  7 days from today. 

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

         Adjourned to  7.4.2015  at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Kulwant Singh, PIO cum                 (REGISTERED)

Dy. Secretary (Finance), 7th Floor, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

For necessary compliance. 

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bagga Singh, President,

Dalit Welfare Society,

Valmiki Road, Bharat Nagar,

 Ferozepur.
                                                                                                              

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Distt. Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Ferozepur.                                                                                                                    

Respondent   

                                                               AC No.  2715  of 2014

Present

None for  Appellant. 

                                 Shri Ravinder Pal Singh, DDPO, Ferozepur.  for respondent.

ORDER:


        Shri Bagga Singh,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 5.2.14  addressed to PIO o/o  DDPO, Ferozepur sought certain information on the application of Shri Bara Singh s/o Pala Singh, village  Beri Kadrabad, Tehsil  Zira, Distt. Ferozepur, addressed to the CM, Punjab against  Shri Dev Singh,  Sarpanch, and member Panchayat  of  village  Beri Kadrabad, Tehsil  Zira, Distt. Ferozepur, the enquiry of which is being conducted by EO  and in which the applicant, Shri Bara Singh, was called by him on  30.1.14 at  10.00 AM.



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 10.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 4.9.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


 During hearing held on 19.11.14, it was observed that there is no document on record from where it could be presumed as to whether information in this case has been supplied to the appellant or not.  


It was further noted that neither DDPO,  Ferozepur  nor any of his subordinates  attended the Commission to intimate the  outcome of RTI  Application filed before him.


In view of the above noted facts, Shri  Ravinderpal Singh Sidhu, DDPO, Ferozepur  was directed to appear personally before the Commission on the next  date of hearing with a copy of the supplied information to the appellant and the case was adjourned to today.


On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 3.12.14, it  was observed that not even an interim reply has been sent to the appellant by the DDPO,  Ferozepur who is conducting the enquiry in this case.  


It was further noted that DDPO, Ferozepur did not appear before the Commission on that day despite direction given to him on 19.11.14 and total lackadaisical approach has been adopted by him in providing the information  to the appellant which is against the very spirit of RTI Act, 2005 while information have to be provided to the appellant as per the provisions contained in Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the facts that casual approach had been adopted by the PIO cum DDPO, Ferozepur in this case and the information had been denied till that date to the appellant without any reasonable cause which appeared to be intentional  and willful though RTI application was filed on  5.2.14.


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

i) Issued a show cause notice  to  Shri  Ravinderpal Singh Sidhu, PIO cum DDPO, Ferozepur  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   5.2.14.  

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  Ravinderpal Singh Sidhu, DDPO, Ferozepur  stated that he has brought the complete information to be handed over to the appellant in the Commission today. However, since the appellant is not present, he will personally hand it over to him on being back at Ferozep;ur and requested for adjournment on some other date.


Acceding to his request, the case is adjourned to 20.1.15 at  11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  30.12.2014


   
State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chand Kiran Sharma, 

s/o Sh. Ganga Ram

r/o Mandir Wali Gali 
Azad Nagar, 

Ferozepur-152002.                                                                                        Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.                                                                                                       

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 2938  of 2014

Present:    Appellant in person.

                 Shri Gurmit Singh, Tehsildar, Ferozepur, for respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Chand Kiran Sharma,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  4.2.13  addressed to PIO  cum Tehsildar, Ferozepur   sought certain information on   6 points for the period from 1.1.1997 to 21.1.2013.



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 11.3.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 23.9.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


During the hearing  of this case held on 3.12.14,  the appellant stated that though he had been provided information vide letter no. 53/RTI, dated  4.10.13, the same was highly misleading  and incorrect.  It was further noted that Shri Balwant Singh, Naib Tehsildar, who attended the Commission, was not at all  aware of the facts of the case. It was thus noticed that a total lackadaisical approach  had been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete and correct  information to appellant  despite lapse of period of about one year and  9 months and the information had been denied to appellant willfully, intentionally and   without any reasonable cause, till date and the case was adjourned to 30.12.2014, for further hearing, with the directions to PIO to provide information and show cause notice under section 20 (i) was also issued to PIO cum Tehsildar, Ferozepur. 


However, during hearing held on today, appellant stated that provided information is incomplete & misleading and the  first appeal of the appellant filed on 11.3.2013, , was decided by the First Appellate Authority cum Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur  on 10.4.2013 without hearing him even once. It is further noted that Shri Gurmeet Singh, Tehsildar Ferozepur stated that he is holding an additional charge and information has been provided by the incumbent Tehsildar earlier. It was thus observed that appellant was still dis-satisfied with already provided information, while present Tehsildar Shri Gurmeet Singh had not provided any information at all.

As such, in view of detailed submissions made by the appellant , commission deems it appropriate to remit this appeal case back to Shri D.P.S. Kharbanda, IAS,  First Appellate Authority cum Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur with the directions to  decide the Ist appeal of appellant dated 11.3.2013 within stipulated period of 30 days. 

The FAA is further directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete relevant and correct.


In the event, if there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO cum Tehsildar, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 4.2.2013 filed under the RTI Act, 2005, and on being satisfied that complete, correct and point-wise information have been provided by PIO to appellant, first appeal shall be disposed of by passing a speaking order. .

In the meanwhile Shri Gurmit Singh, PIO cum Tehsildar Ferozepur shall   also ensure the point-wise, complete, correct and duly attested information is provided to the appellant.

To avoid any inconvenience, the appellant have been directed  to appear before Shri D.P.S. Kharbanda, IAS,  First Appellate Authority cum Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur on 20.1.2015 at 3.30 P.M. Shri Gurmit Singh,Tehsildar, Ferozepur  shall also appear before the F.A.A.  
If, however, thereafter, the appellant still does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., he will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.

          In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.12.2014


                  State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to :

Shri D.P.S. Kharbanada, IAS,                  (REGISTERED)                  

First Appellate Authority cum 

Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur  


Shri Gurmit Singh                                     (REGISTERED)

PIO cum  Tehsildar

Ferozepur.

For necessary  compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  30.12.2014


             State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajpal s/o Siri Ram,

r/o Ward No. 18,

Jain School Wali Gali,

Kuke Doctor wali Gali, Mansa,

Tehsil Mansa, Distt. Mansa.
                                                           

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School,

(Boys) Mansa.

First Appellate Authority, 

Distt. Education Officer,

Secondary Education,

Mansa.                                                                                              

Respondent   

                                                      AC No.  3017  of 2014

Present:  
None for appellant.

Shri Harjit Singh,  Lecturer (English), Govt. Sr. Sec. School, (Boys) Mansa,  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Rajpal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15.5.2014, addressed to PIO, O/o Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School, (Boys) Mansa,  sought attested copies of  school leaving certificate  Raj Pal  s/o  Siri Ram student of  9th class (Section C),  date of  birth   6.4.1966,  Session  1979-80.



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, Distt. Education Officer, Secondary Education, Mansa vide letter dated 7.7.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 30.9.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


On the last hearing of this case i.e. on 9.12.14, Shri Harjit Singh, Lecturer stated that the appellant  had been informed by the Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School, (Boys) Mansa vide letter no.  604, dated 4.12.14  that record pertaining to the demanded information being 34 years old was not available in the office.   Therefore, the demanded information could not be made available.


In view of the above noted facts,  Shri Darshan Singh Dhillon,  Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School, (Boys) Mansa was directed to again search the record and to supply to the appellant complete and correct information within 15 days.


He was further directed to file an affidavit duly attested by the Notary  Public/Magistrate certifying  the true facts pertaining to the RTI application dated  15.5.14 filed by the appellant and the case was adjourned to today.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Harjit Singh, appearing for the respondent stated that Shri Darshan Singh, Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School, (Boys) Mansa, could not attend the commission today due to the sudden demise of his father. He further hands over to the commission an affidavit dated  26.12.2014, duly signed by the PIO cum Principal , wherein it has been mentioned that attested copies of school leaving certificate of Shri  Raj Pal s/o Shri Sri Ram, student of 9th class, section C , session 1979-80, date of birth 6th March, 1966, could not be made available to Shri Raj Pal, appellant as the record is more than 34 years old and this record is not available in the school. 


It is thus, observed that since record pertaining to demanded information is not available/traceable in the office, as per affidavit filed by Principal of school. Case in hand  is closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.12.2014



         State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Leela Singh s/o Shri Lal Singh 

V.P.O. Bhundarh, Block Rampura ,

Tehsil Maur, Distt. Bathinda.                               

  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Rampura, Distt. Bathinda.                                                                 
    Respondent  

                                                          CC No.2808  of 2014   

Present:      Complainant in person.

                     Shri  Parvesh Goyal, BDPO, Rampura Phul, for respondent.


 Shri   Leela Singh,   complainant vide an RTI application dated 2.8.14 addressed to PIO cum BDPO,  Rampura, Distt. Bathinda    sought certain   information. for the period from 2013 to 31.7.14 pertaining to the various works done by Gram  Panchayat  Bhunder under the NREGA Scheme.


deteriorating 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 1.10.14     Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were 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.


On the last  hearing of this case held on  4.12.14, the complainant stated that he had not received any information from the PIO  cum  BDPO,  Rampura till that date.


Accordingly,  Shri Parvesh Goyal, PIO cum  BDPO,  Rampura   Distt. Bathinda  was directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date  alongwith Panchayat Secretary with action taken report, written submissions and record pertaining to RTI Application dated  28.14 filed by the complainant for the perusal of the same by the Commission before further proceedings in the matter are taken and the case was adjourned to today.  


During  hearing of this case today, Shri Parvesh Goyal, presents to the commission a letter where, Shri Leela Singh s/o Shri Lal Singh, Village, Bhundarh, Block Rampura, applicant – complainant has affixed his thumb impression stating that he has received the complete information to his satisfaction. Shri  Parvesh Goyal, BDPO  Rampura Phul further stated that complainant has affixed his thumb impression in the presence of Shri Jaswant Singh s/o Shri  Hari Singh, who has also signed. 


As such since demanded information stands provided to complainant, the case is dispose of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.12.2014


                   State Information Commissioner. 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Mehar Singh, s/o Sh. Rala Singh, 

r/o  vill. Dulchi Majra, P.O. Boor Majra, 

Teh. Chamkaur sahib Distt. Roopnagar.

        
                                                                                    
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director of Public Instructions,

Punjab ( S.E) Vidhya Bhawan,

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

                                                                                                       
    Respondent  

                                                          CC No. 2972
  of 2014

Present: 
Complainant in person.

Ms. Suhinder Kaur, Asstt. Director (SA-2) with Shri Sanjiv, Sr. Asstt. for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri  Mehar Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated   27.9.13 addressed to  DPI (SE), Punjab, Mohali  sought certain information on   4 points  pertaining to the appointment letter of  Shri Avtar Singh s/o Mehar Singh, SS Master which is stated to be sent to the applicant by the C DAC vide letter no. 2/80-6-E-2(4.5.6), dated  25.11.10 while C DAC has informed that  all the appointment letters are always sent to the DPI (SE), Punjab who further send the same to the  concerned teachers.


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 on20.10.2014.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.

        On the last date of hearing held on 17.12.14, Ms. Sohinder Kaur, Asstt. Director (SA-2) stated that one week’s adjournment may be given so that the requisite information could be provided to the appellant. Accordingly, the case was adjourned to today.


During hearing of this case today, Mrs. Suhinder Kaur, PIO cum Asstt, Director, (SA 2) stated that the requisite information have been supplied to the complainant vide Memo No.24/252-2014 Estt-2(6), dated 30.12.2014. However, Shri Mehar Singh complainant stated that the provided information is incomplete. Before the further proceedings are taken up, Mrs. Suhinder Kaur, PIO cum Asstt. Director (SA 2) is directed to file an affidavit certifying that there is no C-Dac list pertaining to the selection  of candidates. 


In view of the above noted facts, the case is adjourned to 5.1.2015 at 11.00 A.M. .

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.12.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Mrs. Suhinder Kaur, PIO cum                                              (Registered)

Asstt, Director, (SA 2) 

O/o  Director of Public Instructions,

Punjab ( S.E) Vidhya Bhawan,

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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:30.12.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner 

