STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94179-43672)

Ms. Sita Sethi

H. No. 347, B-VI,

Kucha No. 4,

Madhopuri,

Ludhiana.



  


       …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

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

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






         …Respondent
CC- 920/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Ms. Sita Sethi in person.


None for the respondent.


Vide application dated 26.02.2012, Ms. Sita Sethi sought the following information from the respondent PIO, under the RTI Act, 2005: -
(i)
When the file of Sita Sethi (Retd. SS Mistress, Govt. Model S/S School, Millerganj, Ludhiana) regarding medical reimbursement was received by your office?

(ii)
Who dealt with this file since it was received by your office?  Provide the name, designation of the official along with receipt and departure of the date of the above said file by each and every official till 21.02.2012.

(iii)
What is the current status of the file i.e. on 21.02.2012?


However, when no information was provided, she filed the instant complaint with the Commission on 09.04.2012.


Ms. Sita Sethi submits that no response at all has been received by her from the respondent.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him.


One more opportunity is granted to the PIO to provide complete satisfactory information to the applicant-complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.    PIO is further informed to note carefully that in case of non-compliance of the directions of the Commission, punitive provisions of the Act may be invoked against him. 


Complainant requests for exemption from personal appearance in the next hearing, which is granted.


For further proceedings, to come up on 14.06.2012 at 2.00 P.M. in Court Room No. 1.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 16.05.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarlok Singh

s/o Sh. Bishan Singh,

Village & Post Office Jaja,

Via village Budhi,

Tehsil Dasuya,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.

  




   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent

CC- 933/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Tarlok Singh in person.


None for the respondent. 


Vide application dated 01.03.2011, the complainant sought the following information from the respondent PIO under the RTI Act, 2005: 

(i)
That the Govt. ordered promotion of Superintendent Grade II to Grade I namely S/Sh. Malagar Singh and Tarlochan Singh (posted with the Director’s office) while the Grade II Superintendent from the field was not promoted.  Written requests were given on 12.04.2010 and 14.07.2010.  The status of the above two letters be communicated. 
(ii)
Provide copies of relevant notings to know why Supdt. Grade II from the filed were not promoted.

(iii)
Copies of promotion orders of S/Sh. Malagar Singh and Tarlochan Singh.


Vide letters dated 05.05.2011 and 22.07.2011, respondent informed the complainant that the matter was under consideration at the appropriate level and when finalized, the outcome shall be intimated to him.

Vide letter no. 2394 dated 02.08.2011, the complainant was informed that his request, after consideration, had been rejected by the Competent Authority.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 09.04.2012 pleading dissatisfaction.


Sh. Tarlok Singh states that no response at all has been received by him from the respondent.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him.


One more opportunity is granted to the PIO to provide complete satisfactory information to the applicant-complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.    PIO is further informed to note carefully that in case of non-compliance of the directions of the Commission, punitive provisions of the Act may be invoked against him. 


For further proceedings, to come up on 14.06.2012 at 2.00 P.M. in Court Room No. 1.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 16.05.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jeet Singh,

No. 205, Patel Nagar,

Near Bibi Wala Chowk,

Bathinda-151001.


  



   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

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

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






         …Respondent

CC- 935/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jeet Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Harvinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


Vide application dated 19.01.2012, Sh. Jeet Singh sought information from the respondent PIO under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to leave rules applicable to the teachers appointed through Service Providers as stated in their appointment letters. 

The instant complaint from the complainant has been received in the Commission on 09.04.2012 contending that the information has not been provided.


A letter dated 16.05.12 has been handed over to the complainant in the presence of the Commission.  However, complainant requests for point-wise specific information.

Therefore, respondent is directed to provide point-wise clear and specific information to the complainant as per his application dated 19.01.2012 within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.


For further proceedings, to come up on 14.06.2012 at 2.00 P.M. in Court Room No. 1.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 16.05.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurnam Singh,

s/o S. Kartar Singh,

Behind Bus Stand, Buddh Vihar,

Muktsar-152026.


  



   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

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

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






            …Respondent

CC- 937/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurnam Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Rattan Singh, Sr. Asstt. Service-I Branch.


Vide application dated 08.11.2011, Sh. Gurnam Singh sought under the RTI Act, 2005, the following information pertaining to 38 PES-II lecturers promoted after retirement, as per Secretary Education’s Order dated 15.02.2010: -

(i)
Date of entrance into the Master Cadre;


(ii)
Date of promotion as lecturer;


(iii)
Previous and amended seniority; 


(iv)
Basis of promotion of the PES-II promotees.


The instant complaint has been filed in the Commission on 09.04.2012 stating that the requisite information has not been provided.

Respondent hands over the information to the complainant, in the presence of the Commission.  Upon perusal of the same, applicant-complainant expressed his satisfaction.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 16.05.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(97795-22200)

Sh. Aman Kumar

s/o Sh. Manohar Lal,

Gagneja Street,

H. No. 865, Jalalabad (W)

Distt. Fazilka-152024.


  


   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab ICT Education Society (PICTES)
SCO 162-164, Third floor,

Sector 34-A
Chandigarh.






               …Respondent

CC- 940/12
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Tarsem Lal, PIO; and Vishal Gupta, APIO.


Vide application 04.04.2012, the applicant sought the copy of his OMR Answer Sheet & Answer Key relating to the examination of Computer Faculty held on 18.03.2012 under Punjab ICT Education Society (PICTES) wherein he had appeared under Roll No. 18062806 and the result declared on 01.04.2012.

The instant complaint has been received in the Commission on 09.04.2012 which is not in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  However, as a special case, with a view to helping a student, this complaint has been entertained.


S/Sh. Tarsem Lal, PIO; and Vishal Gupta, APIO tendered copy of a letter No. 5/11-ICT-2011/RTI/3056 dated 07.05.2012 addressed to the complainant whereby he has been informed that the information sought by him can be hand from C-DA – Centre for Development of Advanced Computing, A-34, Industrial Area Phase 8, Mohali (Punjab)-160071 as the relevant test and evaluation of the answer sheets had been carried out by the said agency.


Complainant informed the Commission over the telephone that he is satisfied with the response of the respondent.


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 16.05.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94658-76868)

Sh. Khushal Chand Vohra

s/o Sh. Dharam Pal Vohra,

OBC / Land Mortgage Bank Wali Gali,

Dera Baba Nanak,

Distt. Gurdaspur.



  

       …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP,

SCO 36-40, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.






         …Respondent

CC- 953/12
Order

Present:
For the Complainant; Sh. Mohanjit, Advocate – counsel
For the respondent: S/Sh. Vijay Deep, APIO; Harkirat Singh, Sr. Asstt. (Procurement Section) and Ashok Kumar, Sr. Asstt. (Legal Branch)


In this case, Sh. Khushal Chand Vohra vide two separate applications dated 18.11.2010 and 08.12.2010 sought different information under the RTI Act, 2005 from the respondent pertaining to various activities undertaken by PUNSUP.

The present complaint has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 04.04.2012 stating that the information sought by the applicant vide applications dated 18.11.2010 and 08.12.2010 has not been provided.


Since a complaint can be filed only in respect of one application and in the present case, one complaint pertaining to two separate applications seeking different information has been filed, the same is hereby dismissed being not maintainable. 

 
Sh. Mohanjit, Advocate, while appearing on behalf of the complainant, submitted Vakalatnama from Sh. Khushal Chand Vohra, in his name, which is taken on record. 

Written submissions have been made both by the complainant as well as the respondents leveling allegations / counter allegations against each other.  Respondents also cited certain orders of the Commission whereby various complaints filed by the present complainant were disposed of.   However, it was not proved if the same information had been sought by him earlier.  Accordingly, respondent is directed to provide point-wise complete specific information as per his application, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.   Complainant shall file his observations and point out discrepancies / deficiencies in the information, when received,  so that the same can be rectified / removed by the respondent within a week’s time.

PIO is directed to file an affidavit on the next date to the effect that complete information as available in the records has been supplied and that no part of the information which is not provided, is available in their records. 


For further proceedings, to come up on 20.06.2012 at 2.00 P.M. in Court Room No. 1.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 16.05.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harbans Singh Dhaliwal,

s/o Sh. Ruldu Singh Dhaliwal,

Sant Atar Singh Nagar,

Near Police Line,

Backside Malwa School,

Sangrur-148001.



  

       …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, 

74-75, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh.






         …Respondent

CC- 954/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harbans Singh Dhaliwal  in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Gurpreet Singh, APIO; and R.K. Jain, Godown Asstt. 


Vide application dated 21.02.2012, Sh. Harbans Singh Dhaliwal sought various information from the respondent, from 01.01.2001 till date pertaining to himself including some information on miscellaneous points, under the RTI Act, 2005.


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 04.04.2012 stating that the information sought by the applicant has not been supplied.


Complainant states that the information provided is not relevant.


Respondents, on the other hand, submitted that exactly the same information has already been sought by the complainant earlier also and complaint bearing CC No. 164/12 has already been disposed of by SIC Sh. B.C. Thakur.  They also submitted copies of relevant documents in support of their contention.


Complainant, when confronted with the query in this regard, was not able to provide any satisfactory explanation. 


In view of the foregoing, the present complaint is hereby dismissed.


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









     Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 16.05.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(99141-33001)

Sh. Sham Lal Singla,

B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.



  


            …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






         …Respondent

CC- 955/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sham Lal Singla in person.


None for the respondent.


Vide application dated 21.02.2012, Sh. Sham Lal Singla sought information from the respondent regarding implementation of the order of Education Tribunal, Punjab passed on 13.10.2009 in Appeal  No. 4 of 2007, under the RTI Act, 2005.

The present complaint has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 03.04.2012 pleading that the information sought by the applicant has not been supplied.


Sh. Sham Lal Singla states that no response at all has been received by him from the respondent.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him.


One more opportunity is granted to the PIO to provide complete satisfactory information to the applicant-complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.    PIO is further informed to note carefully that in case of non-compliance of the directions of the Commission, punitive provisions of the Act may be invoked against him. 


For further proceedings, to come up on 20.06.2012 at 2.00 P.M. in Court Room No. 1.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 16.05.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Alankar Arora, Advocate,

Chamber No. 407,

Yadvindra Complex,

District Courts, 

Patiala.






             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chairman,

Improvement Trust,

Chhoti Baradari,

Patiala






         …Respondent

CC- 803/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Alankar Arora in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. S.P. Sachdeva, XEN; and Balbir Singh, A.E.


Vide application dated 10.02.2012, Sh. Alankar Arora sought from the Improvement Trust, Patiala information on various points, mainly concerning the areas of SST Nagar, Sunder Nagar Vikas Scheme, Patiala.

Respondent, vide registered letter no. 681 dated 12.03.2012 forwarded to the applicant the information received from the Technical Wing of the Trust.


The present complaint from Sh. Arora has been received in the office of Commission on 09.04.2012 contending only that the information has not been provided within the stipulated period of 30 days. 


Today, complainant states that information only on points no. 2 and 9 has been provided and the remaining information is still pending.   Respondents, vide communication dated 12.03.2012 advised the complainant that the remaining information is available with the Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Board, Punjab, Patiala.


In view of the fact the relevant response was not sent to the complainant within the prescribed time limit, it is now the responsibility of the respondent PIO to procure the information sought from the Board and pass it on to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.


For further proceedings, to come up on 20.06.2012 at 2.00 P.M. in Court Room No. 1.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 16.05.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94172-45123)

Sh. Rajiv Lohatbaddi, Advocate,

Chamber No. 592,

Yadvindra Complex,

District & Sessions Courts, 

Patiala.



  



  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chairman,

Improvement Trust,

Chhoti Baradari,

Patiala






              …Respondent

CC- 921/12
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Alankar Arora, Advocate.
For the respondent: S/Sh. S.P. Sachdeva, XEN; and Balbir Singh, A.E.


Vide application dated 10.02.2012, Sh. Rajiv Lohatbaddi sought from the Improvement Trust, Patiala information on eight points, mainly concerning the areas of SST Nagar, Sunder Nagar Vikas Scheme, Patiala.


Respondent, vide registered letter no. 777 dated 19.03.2012 wrote to the Executive Engineer, Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Board, Patiala to provide the applicant information on points no. 1, 2, 3 and 4 and the same pertained to the said department.   
 
Upon receipt of the information from the Technical Wing of the Trust, the respondent forwarded the same to the applicant-complainant vide letter no. 307 dated 20.07.2012.  It was further stated that the remaining information be obtained from the Executive Engineer, Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Board, Patiala.

The present complaint from Sh. Lohatbaddi has been received in the office of Commission on 09.04.2012 expressing dissatisfaction with the information provided beyond the stipulated period of 30 days. 


Sh. Alankar Arora, appearing on behalf of the complainant states that information on points no. 1 and 5 is still pending.


Accordingly, respondent is granted one more opportunity to provide the pending information to the complainant within a fortnight. 


For further proceedings, to come up on 20.06.2012 at 2.00 P.M. in Court Room No. 1.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 16.05.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sat Pal

s/o Sh. Ram Rakha Mal,

Near Kabir Mandir, Shelly Kullian,

Pathankot,

Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot.


  

       …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Pathankot.






         …Respondent

CC- 943/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sat Pal in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Harmeet Singh, SDO.


Vide application dated 24.01.2012 addressed to the Improvement Trust, Pathankot, Sh. Sat Pal sought information under the RTI Act, 2005 on 5 points pertaining to land comprised in Khatauni No. 1080, Khasra No. 45, Hadbast No. 332 situated in Village Kullian, Pathankot, owned by the Central Govt. 

A response dated 24.02.2012 was sent by the respondent under letter no. 288/PIT.  However, the present complaint from the applicant-complainant has been received in the Commission 04.04.2012 asserting that no information has so far been provided to him. 


Complainant states that the information has been provided to him only yesterday, vide letter no. 962/PIT dated 15.05.2012.  However, he expressed his satisfaction over the same.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









     Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 16.05.2012



State Information Commissioner
