    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Satnam Singh

# 1678, Phase-3-B-2m,

Sector 60, SAS Nagar-160059.



                                                             
   ……….… Complainant





 
                                                                                 





Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development & Panchyat Officer,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.
  


                                                                                --------------Respondent

CC No. 2463 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Satnam Singh, complainant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent.


 During the course of hearing, complainant stated that the information sought by him has not been provided to him by the respondent so far.  None is present on behalf of the complainant nor has filed any reply in this behalf. 

2
On the last date of hearing no body had appeared on behalf of the respondent and the case was adjourned for today with the direction to the respondent to be present in person on the next date of hearing and also file  written reply regarding delay in supply of the information.  However, the respondent  failed to comply with the order of the Commission.  Commission takes serious view of such lackadaisical attitude on the part of the respondent. 
 3
Last opportunity is given to the respondent to provide the requisite information to the complainant within 15 days failing which he  may  be liable for action under section 20 (I) of the RTI Act

4
Adjourned to 04.02.2013 at 2.00 PM for compliance
5
Copy of this order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                    (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 26.12.2012                                          State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                  SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Diwan Chand, Ex-Sarpanch,

VPO: Thana, Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib,

District: Roopnagar.



                    
 
                                       ………Complainant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o BDPO: Nurpur Bedi,

Distt. Roopnagar.




                                                                ………...Respondent
CC No. 2175 of 2012
ORDER
Present: -
Shri Diwan Chand, complainant in person.

 Shri Balbir Singh, Gram Sewak on behalf of the Respondent.


In compliance of the order dated 16.11.2012, representative  of the respondent brought the information to be supplied to the complainant.  The same was handed over to the complainant today  in the court.  Complainant  stated that the information provided to him is not attested/certified.  Respondent assured that the said information will be got attested from the concerned authority by tomorrow.   Complainant felt satisfied with the same and stated that he does not want to pursue the matter further.  As such, no further action is required.
2
Case stands disposed of and is closed with the above observations.

3
Copy of this order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                    (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 26.12.2012                                          State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                    SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Kuda Singh s/o Sh.Jagar Singh,
R/o Mor Patiala, Tehsil: Tapa,
Distt: Barnala.





              
             ……………. Complainant





 
                                                                                 





Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o B.D.P.O,  Sehna, Distt: Sangrur. 



                                                                 ----------Respondent

CC No. 2494 of 2012

ORDER

Present: - None for the parties

On the last date of hearing complainant had stated that the information provided to him is not satisfactory inasmuch as no details  of expenditure  incurred on  construction of his house were given to him.  No body had appeared on behalf of the respondent.  The case was adjourned for today with a direction to the respondent  to provide full details of the amount sanctioned to the complainant.  Neither the respondent nor the complainant has appeared nor have they sent any intimation in this behalf.  Under these circumstances, there is no option for the Commission  to proceed in the matter except to close the matter for non prosecution 
2
In view of the above, the case is disposed of and is closed for non prosecution. 

3
Copy of this order be sent to both the parties.












Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                    (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 26.12.2012                                          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

             SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Jagdev Singh s/o Shri Jaila Singh

R/o Village Gaga, Tehsil Lehra, District Sangrur

 





 
                                         --Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o  DDPO, Sangrur




                                                             -------Respondent

CC No. 2700 of 2012

ORDER

Present: None for the complainant


   Shri Major Singh, Panchyat Secretary for the respondent


In compliance of the order dated 05,12,2012, representative of the respondent appeared and stated that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide their letter dated 04.12.2012 under registered cover.  A copy of the same has also been produced.   Proof of registry has also been produced which has been taken on record. None is present on behalf of the complainant.  Also, nothing contrary has been heard from him.  It is, thus, presumed that the complainant is satisfied with the information provided to him and he does not want to pursue the matter further.  As such, no further action is required.
2
Case stands disposed of and is closed with the above observations.

3
Copy of this order be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                    (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 26.12.2012                                          State Information Commissioner

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

(www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Sikander Singh,

S/o Shri Bhoora Singh,

R/o Gali No.5,Multania Road,

Bathinda.



                    
 
                                 ………Complainant

Versus 
Public Information Officer,

O/o DGP (Vigilance Bureau),

Punjab, Chandigarh.


                                                                     ………...Respondent

CC No.2169/2012

ORDER

Present: -None on behalf of the complainant.



      Shri Krishan Lal, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent


In compliance with the order dated 16.11.2012, representative of the respondent appeared and submitted that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide their letter dated 20.11.20112  under registered cover.  A copy of the said letter has also been produced for record.  Proof of registry has also been produced.  None is present on behalf of the complainant. Also, nothing contrary has been heard from him.  It is, thus, presumed that the complainant is satisfied with the information provided to him and he does not want to pursue the matter further.  As such, no further action is required. 
2
Case stands disposed of and is closed with the above observations. 

3
Copy of this order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                    (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 26.12.2012                                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Harjas Singh Brar s/o
Sh.Balbir Singh, R/o H.No.21515, St.No.6/3, 
Power House Road, Bathinda.   
        

                                          

                     …………Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

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

PSEB Complex, Mohali 
 FAA-do-      
                                                                            
    …………..Respondent

AC No.403 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
None is present on behalf of the Appellant
Shri Varinder Singh, Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.


In compliance of the order dated 16.11.2012, representative of the respondent appeared and stated that requisite information  has been collected from the Chairman, Departmental Selection Committee and  has been supplied to the appellant vide their letter dated 04.12.2012 under Registered Cover.  Proof of registry has also been produced which is taken on record.  As regards the original record, he stated that there is dispute with the C’Dac about payment of dues etc. as such the same could not be obtained from there.  
2
A perusal of the record shows that the information has been delayed inordinately   by the respondent which certainly caused unnecessary harassment to the appellant.  Such a lackadaisical attitude on the part of the respondent is uncalled for and is against the spirit of  provisions of the RTI Act.  The PIO is warned to be careful in future in dealing with the RTI applications promptly and providing the necessary information to the information seekers within the prescribed period. 
3
Since the information available with the respondent stands provided to the appellant,  no further action is required. Case is disposed of and is closed accordingly.









Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                    (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 26.12.2012                                          State Information Commissioner

               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
      SCO NO. 32-33-34,SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh.Surinder Pal Singh 
# 15, Green Avenue,

Faridkot.



                                                                                                        --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) DPI (SE) Punjab,

PSEB Complex, Sector 62, Mohali
(ii) FAA-cum-Secretary Punjab School

Education, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, CHD.  

                                                                                                                             -------Respondent

AC-1285/2011

ORDER

Present:  None for the parties 

Brief facts leading to filing of the present Second Appeal  by the Appellant before the Commission  are that  the appellant  had sought information from the PIO/DPIO (SE), Punjab vide his RTI application dated 11.05.2011 regarding supply of copy of merit list  of Lecturers (Bio) appointed during the period from 1988 to 1998. etc. Thereafter, he filed Appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 11.07.2011.  On not having  received any reply from the respondent-authorities,  he filed the instant Second Appeal before the Commission on 29.11.2011 on which Notice was issued to the parties  on 31.01.2012 for hearing  on  14.03.2012.  During the course of hearing held on 23.04.2012, representative of the respondent appeared and  produced before the Commission a letter dated 23.04.2012 whereby the appellant was intimated that the information being 26 years old, could not be provided to him.  The same was handed over to the appellant.  However, the appellant was not satisfied with the same and  he restricted his claim for   a specific information pertaining to the period 1988 to 1991 and the respondent agreed to provide the information to that effect.  Thereafter, several opportunities were afforded to the respondent to provide to 
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the appellant  the requisite information  or to file an affidavit before the Commission in the event the record/information is not available with them,  but he failed to do so.  Even  to the  show cause notice issued to him to explain as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under section 20 (I) of the RTI Act for the delay in providing the information to the appellant,   no reply has been filed by him. 
 2
 The case was listed for hearing today.   Neither the respondent nor the appellant is present.  It appears that the respondent-PIO has taken the directions of the Commission in a casual manner.  Such an attitude on the part of the respondent-PIO is uncalled for and is against the spirit of the provisions of the RTI Act.  Last opportunity is given to the PIO to be present before the Commission on the next date of hearing and give his explanation for the delay in providing the information to the appellant.  Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab is directed to ensure that orders of the Commission are complied with by the concerned PIO.

 3
Adjourned to 04.02.2013 at 2.00 PM for compliance
4
 Copy of this order be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                    (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 26.12.2012                                          State Information Commissioner

CC:   
Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab,  Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, 
Chandigarh for necessary action 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                      SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh.Vikram s/o Sh.Krishan Kumar

R/o St. No. 8, 4th Crossing, Circular Road,

Abohar, Distt: Fazilka (Pb ).    
                                                       

                                       ………Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Suirgeon, Ferozepur

FAA: Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

                    

                                                                …………..Respondent

AC No. 524 of 2012

ORDER
Present: -
Appellant in person.

 Dr.Davinder Kumar on behalf of the respondent   


In compliance of the order dated 16.11.2012, representative of the respondent appeared and produced before the Commission the original record.  He further stated that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant per record.  On the other hand, complainant stated that the information  has been provided to him  by the respondent but  has been delayed for which he has to suffer harassment. He further stated that some the Registers maintained by the department do not appear to be original.  Respondent stated that the information has been provided to him as per their record.  As regards delay in providing the information, it  has been clarified  and has  stated that there was no malafide intention on their part to delay the information.  
2
After hearing the parties and perusing the documents on record, it has been observed that the information sought by the appellant stands provided to him as per the record.  As regards his grievance about  any manipulation in  the  department record, he may challenge the same before the appropriate authority in the department.  Regarding delay in supply of the information, the respondent-PIO is warned  to be  more careful in future in  providing the information to the information seekers  within the prescribed period. 
3
Case stands disposed of and is closed with the above observations
4
Copy of this order be sent to both the parties
Chandigarh                                                                    (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 26.12.2012                                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                    SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Surinder Kumar Gupta,

 24/12, Janta Colony,

Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.     
Mob-81463-43700.                                                                                        -------------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

School Education, Mini Sectt.

Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.                                                                         ------------Respondent

CC No.2584 of 2011

ORDER

(Reserved on 12.09.2012)
Present: -
Shri Sidharth Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Mohinder Singh, Supdt (Retd) and Shri Gurdev Singh, Senior 
Assistant 
on behalf of the Respondent.



In compliance of the order dated 30.08.2012, representatives of the respondent appeared and submitted before the Commission a copy of letter No. P&N/17/96/2012/3S2/6169 dated 12.09.2012 whereby a decision has been taken  by the Punjab Government, School Education Department in regard to grant of ACP to to Smt. Raj Kumari, SS Misterss (Retd.)  A copy of the same has also been provided to the complainant.  However, complainant stated that a copy of instructions may also be supplied to him according to which the said decision  had been taken. Respondent assured that such instructions will be supplied to him  in due course. However, a perusal of the RTI application shows that the complainant had sought information regarding guidelines pertaining to the ACP scheme which have been provided to him by the respondent vide their letter dated 12.09.2012. In case the complainant has any grievance about the order passed by the Government in regard to grant of ACP to Smt. Raj Kumari, SS Misterss (Retd.) he may approach the appropriate authority for redresal of his grievance.  As regards amount of penalty imposed upon the PIO under section 20(I) of the RTI Act, the PIO explained that the delay in supply of the information is not malafide or intentional on his part but is a procedural delay for which he tendered unqualified apology.           


2
Keeping in view the facts and circumstances of the case and also the explanation given by the respondent/PIO, the order whereby penalty was imposed upon the respondent is re-considered and is hereby re-called.  However, the respondent/PIO is warned to be careful in 
Cont…p/2
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future in dealing with the RTI applications promptly and providing the information to the complainants within the prescribed period.

3
After hearing the parties and perusing the documents on record, it has been observed that the necessary information sought by the complainant stands provided to him.
4
Case stands disposed of and is closed with the above observations 

5.
Order pronounced today in the Court.









  Sd/-


Chandigarh





              (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                 Dated: 26.12.2012
                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


         www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jaspal Singh s/o Sh. Ami Singh

St. No.3, Jasdev  Singh Nagar, Machhiwara, 

Near Span Walia Di Kothi, Tehsil Samrala

Distt: Ludhiana.








               --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) DPI (SE), Punjab,

SCO: 95-97/17-D,Chandigarh;

(ii) Secretary School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




                                                     -------Respondent

CC No.3392 & 3393 of 2011

ORDER

(Reserved on 30.04.2012)

Present: Complainant in person 


    Mrs. Pankaj Sharma, Dy. Registrar and Shri Balbir Singh, Sr.Asstt. on behalf of 
    the respondent


In compliance of the order dated 26.03.2012, representatives of the respondent appeared and submitted an affidavit by way of reply to the show cause notice issued to the respondent  to explain the delay  as to why penalty under section 20(I) of the RTI Act should not be imposed for non-adherence to the statutory time limit in providing the information to the complainant.  In her reply, the respondent has , inter-alia, explained that the selection for the post of Punjabi Mistress in the category of Physically Handicapped was carried out by the Chairman, Departmental Selection Committee  (Teaching) which constituted representatives from various departments. Inadvertently, name of one Karnail Singh was placed at two places in the selection post as a result of which Kulwant kaur who was in the wasting list, could not be issued the offer of appointment earlier. The said Selection Committee has now made necessary correction in the selection list and consequently offer of appointment has been issued in favour of  Kulwant Kaur vide order dated 26.04.2012. The delay is stated to be procedural and not malafide or  intentional on their part  for which unconditional and unqualified apology has been tendered .   
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2
The complainant stated that since  appointment letter has been issued  to her daughter by the respondent,  he does not want to pursue this case further.  He also does not want to press for the amount of compensation of Rs.5000/- awarded by the Commission by order dated 22.02.2012.  In view of this the order dated 22.02.2012 is recalled.  

3
After hearing the parties and perusing the documents on record, it has been observed that the  requisite information stands provided to the complainant to his satisfaction but it has been delayed inordinately. Even though the respondent-department has explained the delay in providing the information, but the PIO is warned to be careful in future in dealing with the RTI applications promptly and providing the information to the complainants within the statutory time limit as per the provisions of the RTI Act. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





              (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                 Dated: 26.12.2012
                                        State Information Commissioner

      Order Pronounced today in the Court
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Ms. Manveet,

D-7, Kot Khalsa, Amritsar.





                    
 
                           ……………Appellant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal SGGS Khalsa

College, Mahilpur (Hoshiarpur).

FAA-cum-President  SGGS Khalsa

College, Mahilpur (Hoshiarpur).
                         


                                          ………...Respondent





           AC No.1158/2012

ORDER





    (Reserved on 29.11.2012)

Present: Sh.Surindra M Bhanot on behalf of the appellant


    Shri Surjit Singh Randhawa, Principal on behalf of the respondent


Heard both the parties at length  and perused the documents on record.
2
The appellant had filed RTI application with the PIO o/o Principal, SGGS Khalsa College, Mehilpur on 28.05.2011 seeking the information on 7 points detailed therein.   According to the appellant, reply filed by the PIO vide his letter dated 03.06.2011 was vague and irrelevant and  he failed to provide him the desired  information within the prescribed time as envisaged in section 7(I) of the RTI Act. Being not satisfied with the reply filed by the PIO,  Appellant  filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA).  The FAA  also disposed of his First Appeal on 25.11.2011 without taking into consideration the merits of his case.  As such, not satisfied with the decision of the FAA, he filed the present S Second Appeal before the Commission  under section  19(3 of the RTI Act, 2005.

3
After hearing both the parties and perusing the documents on record,  it has been observed that some of the information sought by the Appellant relates to the documents on record which has to be provided  to him.  Accordingly, the information 
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available on record be provided to the appellant before the next date of hearing.   In the event, any  of the information is not available on their record, an Affidavit to that effect be filed before the Commission a copy of which be also sent to the Appellant. 
4
Adjourned to 04.02.2013 at 2.00 PM for compliance









Sd/-







Chandigarh



       

           (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 26.12.2012

                             State Information Commissioner.
           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO NO. 32-33-34,SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 


Sh.Sham Lal Saini

H.No.50/30 A, Ramgali

Nauhria Mal Bagh, Bharat Nagar,

dhiana.  

                                                                                               ……..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o FAA-cum- Secretary School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.   







                            .. ….Respondent

AC-1271/2011

ORDER

(Reserved on 12.09.2012)

Present: Appellant in person


     Shri Mohinder Singh, Supdt (Retd) and Shri Gurdev  Singh,Senior 
    
     Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.


The case of  the appellant is that he filed his RTI application before the PIO/Office of  Principal Secretary to Government Punjab School Education, Chandigarh on 19.11.2011 seeking  information regarding supply of copy of  the file whereby instructions regarding change of option were issued to the DPI (S)  vide Circular  No.1/363/10-3 Education 2/361-92 dated 7.2.2011 etc.   Thereafter, he filed First Appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 29.10.2011.. On not having received any response from the aforesaid authorities, he filed his Second Appeal before  the Commission on 28.11.2012.  Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 23.02.2012 but none for the respondent appeared. Though several opportunities were afforded to the respondent to supply the requisite information to the appellant but to no avail. Ultimately, show cause notice was served on the 
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respondent  after which  penalty @ Rs.250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs.25000/- was imposed upon him under Section 20(I) of the RTI Act by order dated 31.05.2012.  The respondent department sent a letter to the Commission on 31.08.2012 (Diary No.15089) stating that the PIO -  Shri Mohinder Singh, Superintendent Education-2 Branch  and Shri Gurdev Singh, Sr.Assistant are responsible for the delay in supply of the information and the amount of penalty has to be recovered from them. On the date of hearing held on  23.07.2012,  PIO/Shri Mohinder Singh, Superintendent (Retd.)  appeared and explained that he joined his duty as Superintendent/Education-2 Branch only on 12.10.2011.  He stated that the RTI application  had not been brought to his notice nor was he custodian of the information sought by the Appellant.  He further submitted that the notices of hearing issued by the Commission on different dates i.e. 23.02.2012, 02.04.2012 and 02.05.2012  were also   not brought to his notice because of which he could not attend to the said hearings. He also submitted    that he has since retired from service on 30.06.2012, and therefore, the amount of penalty  be not imposed upon him 
2.
The complainant has averred that he filed his RTI application on 19.09.2011 and thereafter filed  First Appeal before the  First Appellate Authority on 19.10.2011 but the respondent failed to provide him the requisite information till date.  He further averred that he is senior citizen and the delay on the part of the respondent  has caused him  harassment and mental agony.  

3
I have heard both the parties at length and have perused the documents on record.   PIO  has  explained  the matter and has stated that the delay in supply of the information is not malafide or  intentional on his part  and has  also  tendered unqualified apology for the delay in supply of the information. He further stated that he has since retired from service.  Needless to say that  the information has been delayed inordinately for which  the respondent-PIO is  to be penalized and the amount of penalty  of Rs. 25000/- is to be recovered from him.  But keeping in 
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view the facts and circumstances of the case and also taking into consideration the explanation given by the PIO,  the amount of penalty is  ordered to be  reduced to Rs.10,000/-.   Inordinate delay in supply of the information has certainly caused the appellant unnecessary harassment and mental agony for which he deserves to be compensated.  As such, compensation of Rs.2000/- is awarded to him which shall be paid to be by the respondent-department at the earliest. 

4
The Principal Secretary Education is directed to ensure that the amount of penalty  is  recovered from the concerned officials  and is deposited in the Government Treasury under the relevant Head under intimation to the Commission. before the next date of hearing The requisite information be also provided to the appellant without any further delay.  The amount of compensation awarded to the appellant shall  be paid to him by the Department  at the earliest. 

5
Adjourned to 04.03.2013 at 2.00 PM for compliance

6  
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                    (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated:    26.12.2012                                       State Information Commissioner

ORDER PRONOUNCED IN THE OPEN  COURT 
          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO NO. 32-33-34,SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 


Sh.Sham Lal Saini

H.No.50/30 A, Ramgali

Nauhria Mal Bagh, Bharat Nagar,

dhiana.  

                                                                                               ……..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o FAA-cum- Secretary School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.   







                            .. ….Respondent

AC-1270/2011

ORDER

(Reserved on 12.09.2012)

Present: Appellant in person


     Shri Mohinder Singh, Supdt (Retd) and Shri Gurdev  Singh,Senior 
    
     Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.


The case of  the appellant is that he filed his RTI application before the PIO/Office of  Principal Secretary to Government Punjab School Education, Chandigarh on 19.11.2011 seeking  information regarding stepping up the pay of Post-graduate masters/mistresses appointed before 1.1.78 equal to the pay of PG masters/mistresses supply appointed after 1.1.78 etc.  Thereafter, he filed First Appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 29.10.2011.. On not having received any response from the aforesaid authorities, he filed his Second Appeal before  the Commission on 28.11.2012.  Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 23.02.2012 but none for the respondent appeared. Though several opportunities were afforded to the respondent to supply the requisite information to the appellant but to no avail. Ultimately, show cause notice was served on the 
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respondent  after which  penalty @ Rs.250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs.25000/- was imposed upon him under Section 20(I) of the RTI Act by order dated 31.05.2012.  The respondent department sent a letter to the Commission on 31.08.2012 (Diary No.15089) stating that the PIO -  Shri Mohinder Singh, Superintendent Education-2 Branch  and Shri Gurdev Singh, Sr.Assistant are responsible for the delay in supply of the information and the amount of penalty has to be recovered from them. On the date of hearing held on  23.07.2012,  PIO/Shri Mohinder Singh, Superintendent (Retd.)  appeared and explained that he joined his duty as Superintendent/Education-2 Branch only on 12.10.2011.  He stated that the RTI application  had not been brought to his notice nor was he custodian of the information sought by the Appellant.  He further submitted that the notices of hearing issued by the Commission on different dates i.e. 23.02.2012, 02.04.2012 and 02.05.2012  were also   not brought to his notice because of which he could not attend to the said hearings. He also submitted    that he has since retired from service on 30.06.2012, and therefore, the amount of penalty  be not imposed upon him 

2.
The complainant has averred that he filed his RTI application on 19.09.2011 and thereafter filed  First Appeal before the  First Appellate Authority on 19.10.2011 but the respondent failed to provide him the requisite information till date.  He further averred that he is senior citizen and the delay on the part of the respondent  has caused him  harassment and mental agony.  

3
I have heard both the parties at length and have perused the documents on record.   PIO  has  explained  the matter and has stated that the delay in supply of the information is not malafide or  intentional on his part  and has  also  tendered unqualified apology for the delay in supply of the information. He further stated that he has since retired from service.  Needless to say that  the information has been delayed inordinately for which  the respondent-PIO is  to be penalized and the amount of penalty  of Rs. 25000/- is to be recovered from him.  But keeping in 
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view the facts and circumstances of the case and also taking into consideration the explanation given by the PIO,  the amount of penalty is  ordered to be  reduced to Rs.10,000/-.   Inordinate delay in supply of the information has certainly caused the appellant unnecessary harassment and mental agony for which he deserves to be compensated.  As such, compensation of Rs.2000/- is awarded to him which shall be paid to be by the respondent-department at the earliest. 

4
The Principal Secretary Education is directed to ensure that the amount of penalty  is  recovered from the concerned officials  and is deposited in the Government Treasury under the relevant Head under intimation to the Commission. before the next date of hearing The requisite information be also provided to the appellant without any further delay.  The amount of compensation awarded to the appellant shall  be paid to him by the Department  at the earliest. 

5
Adjourned to 04.03.2013 at 2.00 PM for compliance

6  
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-











Chandigarh                                                                    (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated:    26.12.2012                                       State Information Commissioner

ORDER PRONOUNCED IN THE OPEN  COURT 

                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
       SCO NO. 32-33-34,SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh.Surinder Pal Singh 
# 15, Green Avenue,

Faridkot.



                                                                                                              --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) DPI (SE) Punjab,

PSEB Complex, Sector 62, Mohali
(ii) FAA-cum-Secretary Punjab School

Education, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, CHD.  

                                                                                                                                   -------Respondent

AC-1287/2011

ORDER

Present:  None for the parties. 


Brief facts leading to filing of the present Second Appeal  by the Appellant before the Commission  are that  the appellant  had sought information from the PIO/DPIO (SE), Punjab vide his RTI application dated 11.05.2011 regarding supply of copy of merit list  of Lecturers (Bio) appointed during the period from 1988 to 1998. etc. Thereafter, he filed Appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 11.07.2011.  On not having  received any reply from the respondent-authorities,  he filed the instant Second Appeal before the Commission on 29.11.2011 on which Notice was issued to the parties  on 31.01.2012 for hearing  on  14.03.2012.  During the course of hearing held on 23.04.2012, representative of the respondent appeared and  produced before the Commission a letter dated 23.04.2012 whereby the appellant was intimated that the information being 26 years old, could not be provided to him.  The same was handed over to the appellant.  However, the appellant  was not satisfied with the same and  he restricted his claim for   a specific information pertaining to the period 1988 to 1991 and the respondent agreed to provide the information to that effect.  Thereafter, several opportunities were afforded to the respondent to provide  to 
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the appellant  the requisite information  or to file an affidavit before the Commission in the event the record/information is not available with them,  but he failed to do so.  Even  to the  show cause notice issued to him to explain as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under section 20 (I) of the RTI Act for the delay in providing the information to the appellant,   no reply has been filed by him. 

 2
 The case was listed for hearing today.   Neither the respondent nor the appellant is present.  It appears that the respondent-PIO has taken the directions of the Commission in a casual manner.  Such an attitude on the part of the respondent-PIO is uncalled for and is against the spirit of the provisions of the RTI Act.  Last opportunity is given to the PIO to be present before the Commission on the next date of hearing and give his explanation for the delay in providing the information to the appellant.  Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab is directed to ensure that orders of the Commission are complied with by the concerned PIO.

 3
Adjourned to 04.02.2013 at 2.00 PM for compliance

5
 Copy of this order be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                    (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 26.12.2012                                          State Information Commissioner

CC:   
Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab,  Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, 
Chandigarh for necessary action 

