STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rachhpal Kalyan,

S/o Shri Narayan Singh Kalyan,

LIG-1138, Model Town, Phase-1,

Bathinda.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Labour Commissioner,

Bathinda.








Respondent

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 47-48, Sector: 17-E, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC - 1157/2011
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Jacob Partap, Deputy Labour Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh and Shri S. S. Bandi, Assistant Labour Commissioner, Bathinda., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Rachhpal Kalyan filed an application dated 24.06.2011 with the PIO-cum-Assistant Labour Commissioner, Bathinda for seeking certain information on  12 points  such as list of Registrations of Patrol Pumps in Bathinda District, expiry dates of registrations of Patrol Pumps, photo copies of expiry orders, photo copy of Labour Act, name of Labour Inspector and telephone number etc.  The Assistant Labour Commissioner Bathinda vide his letter dated 22.07.2011 supplied some of the information and also demanded an     

 additional fee of Rs. 1,20,000/- for supplying photo copies of relevant Acts, Rules, Regulations etc. On receiving partial information and notice for depositing 
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additional fee of Rs. 1,20,000/-, he filed  first appeal with the Labour Commissioner, Punjab  vide his application dated nil.  He was asked to appear before the First Appellate Authority on 08.09.2011.  After this, he filed second appeal with the Commission vide his application dated  nil, which was received in the Commission on 09.11.2011.  Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to the concerned parties for today.

2.

A letter has been received in the Commission from the PIO of the office of Labour Commissioner Punjab intimating the Commission that during personal hearing by the First Appellate Authority, Shri Rachhpal Kalyan withdrew  his application dated 27.07.2011 and submitted that no action be taken on his application. In view of this, the PIO has submitted that since the Appellant has withdrawn his application for information,  his appeal may be filed. 

3.

Shri Jacob Partap, Deputy Labour Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh and Shri S. S. Bandi, Assistant Labour Commissioner, Bathinda., appearing on behalf of the Respondents also submit that since the Appellant has withdrawn his application for information, the case may be closed. 


4.

In view of these facts, the  instant case is  disposed of closed. 

5.

Copy of the order be sent to  the concerned parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 21.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner               
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Paramjit Kaur,

W/o Shri Harjinder Singh, 

Adarsh Colony, Ajit Nagar,

Near Grewal Chowk, 

Malerkotla, District: Sangrur. 





Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o D.P.I.(SE), Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o D.P.I.(SE), Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC -  1160/2011

Present:
Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Appellant,  in person.


Shri  Ashok Sharma, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Smt. Paramjit Kaur vide her RTI application dated 04.11.2011 filed with the PIO of the office of DPI(SE), Punjab, Chandigarh  sought following information:-

(1)
gd T[[Bsh okjhA b?euoko dhnK nB[;{fus iksh dhnK GohnK nk;kwhnK(2001 s'A nZi sZe Gkt fwsh 18-7-f20-11) dk fsnko ehsk o';No ofi;No bJh s;dhe ;[dk ekgh.
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(2)
2001 s'A nZi sZe gd-T[Bs j'J//(wk;No s'A b?euoko nk;klwh) j'J/ eowukohnK dhnK ;{uhnK..

(3)
fJBAK T[BshnK ftu ofiot/;B nB[;ko GohnK ns/ ykbh nk;kwhnK dh ft;ktko ;{uh.

On receiving no information, she made first appeal with the Secretary School Education, who transferred her application under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the DPI(SE) for supply of requisite information to the Appellant directly under intimation to the Government.  On having no response, she filed second appeal with the Commission vide her application dated 04.11.2011, which was received in the Commission on 09.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Shri Ashok Kumar, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the Respondent,  requests for some more time vide letter dated 21.12.2011 as the information sought for pertains to the period from 2001 onwards and the entire record has to be sorted out. On the request of the Respondent one more opportunity is afforded to the PIO for supplying requisite information to the Appellant within 15 days positively under registered cover with a copy of the supplied information to the Commission for record. It is also made clear that in case the requisite information is not supplied to the Appellant within this period, provision of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 shall have to be invoked against 
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the PIO for willfully delaying and denying the information.  The PIO shall also be present on the next date of hearing with a copy of supplied information and shall brief the Commission. 
4.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 07.02.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 21.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Kuldip Kaur,

# 1605, Sector: 79, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D.P.I.(SE), Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o D.P.I.(SE), Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC -  1164/2011

Present:
Smt Inderjit Singh on behalf of the  Appellant.


Shri  Ashok Sharma, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Smt. Kuldip Kaur vide her application dated 01.04.2011 filed with the PIO of the office of DPI(SE), Punjab  Chandigarh sought following information on 4 points:-

1.
Vacancy list of posts of Maths Lecturers at the end of each financial year from 1990-91 to 2009-10 i.e. on 31st March of each year from 1991 to 2010.

2.
Copy of Rules & Regulations for fixing seniority of Lecturers in Education Department:


(a)
Appointed by Direct Selection


(b)
Appointed by promotion from lower cadre/Master 

                      cadre.
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3.
Copy of all the promotion orders of lecturers for all subjects for promoting the Masters/Mistresses, issued between 1.1.1990 & 31.12.2010.

4.
Copy of Seniority list of Lecturers  promoted /selected up to /as on 31.12.2010.

On getting no information , she filed first  appeal with the Secretary School Education, Punjab, Chandigarh vide her application dated 21.06.2011. Having no response, she filed second appeal with the Commission vide her application dated 11.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Shri Ashok Kumar, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the Respondent,  requests for some more time vide letter dated 21.12.2011 as the information sought for pertains to the year 1990 for which the  entire record has to be sorted out. On the request of the Respondent one more opportunity is afforded to the PIO for supplying requisite information to the Appellant within 15 days positively under registered cover with a copy of the supplied information to the Commission for record. It is also made clear that in case the requisite information is not supplied to the Appellant within this period, provision of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 shall have to be invoked against  the PIO for willfully delaying and denying the information.  The PIO shall also be present on the next 
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date of hearing with a copy of supplied information and shall brief the Commission. 
3.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 07.02.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 21.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Inderjit Singh,

# 43, T-5. Nuhon Colony,

VPO: Ghanauli, District: Ropar. 





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D.P.I.(SE), Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o D.P.I.(SE), Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC -  1165/2011

Present:
Smt Inderjit Singh on behalf of the  Appellant.


Shri  Ashok Sharma, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Inderjit Singh vide his  application dated 31.03.2011 filed with the Secretary, School Education,  Punjab  Chandigarh sought following information on 8 points:-

1.
Vacancy list of posts of Maths Lecturers at the end of each financial year from 1990-91 to 2009-10 i.e. on 31st March of each year from 1991 to 2010.

2.
Copy of Rules & Regulations for fixing seniority of Lecturers in Education Department:

3.
Copy of Rules &  Regulations for fixing quota for each category of Masters/Mistresses for motion as Lecturers.
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4.
Copy of Rules & Regulations for fixing quota for each category of Lecturers for promotion as Principals.

5.
Copy of Rules  & Regulations for fixing seniority  of Lecturers in Education Department:


a)
by Direct Selection


b)
by promotion from lower cadre/Master cadre.

6.
Copy of all the promotion orders of oecturers for all subjects for promoting the Masters/Mistresses, issued between 1.1.1990 & 31.12.2010.

7.
Copy of noting pages of concerned files dealt for promotion orders of Masters promoted as lecturers for all subjects, issued between 1.1.1990 & 31.12.2010.

8.
Copy of Seniority list of Lecturers promoted/selected upto 31.12.2010.
The PIO transferred his application vide Memo. No. 4962, dasted 20.07.2011 to thd DPI under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for supplying requisite information to the Applicant under intimation to the Government. On getting no information , he filed first  appeal with the Secretary School Education, Punjab, Chandigarh vide his application dated 21.06.2011. Having no response, he filed second appeal with the Commission vide his  application dated nil which was received in the Commission on 11.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2. Shri Ashok Kumar, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the 
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Respondent, requests for some more time vide letter dated 21.12.2011 as the information sought for pertains to the year 1990 for which the  entire record has to be sorted out. On the request of the Respondent one more opportunity is afforded to the PIO for supplying requisite information to the Appellant within 15 days positively under registered cover with a copy of the supplied information to the Commission for record. It is also made clear that in case the requisite information is not supplied to the Appellant within this period, provision of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 shall have to be invoked against  the PIO for willfully delaying and denying the information.  The PIO shall also be present on the next 

date of hearing with a copy of supplied information and shall brief the Commission. 
3.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 07.02.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 21.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
         
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Brij Lal,

S/o Shri Girdhari Lal,

Kamapuria Mohalla,

Samana, District: Patiala.






Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Food and Supplies Controller,

Patiala.








 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Food Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





Respondent

AC -  1167/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri Vivek Singla, Inspector, office of DFSC, Patiala and Shri Kulwant Singh, Superintendent, office of Director Food & Supplies, Punjab, Chandigarh, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Brij Lal, filed an RTI application dated 21.02.2011 with the PIO  of the office of DFSC, Patiala for seeking various types of details on 7 points regarding Chowkidars as well as peons posted in the district such as their place of posting, number of Chowkidars/Peons on regular basis/contractual basis etc. On receiving no information, he filed first appeal with the Director Food and Supplies, Punjab vide his application dated 05.04.2011. Having no response, 
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he filed second appeal with the Commission vide his application dated 10.11.2011.  Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to the concerned parties for today.

2.

Shri Vivek Singla, Inspector, appearing for the Respondent states that the requisite information has been delivered to the Appellant at his residence by AFSO Samana  but on the other hand Shri Brij Lal has informed the Commission on telephone that complete information has not been supplied to him. 

3.

In these circumstances, the PIO-cum-DFSC Patiala is directed to ensure that complete and correct information is  supplied to the Appellant within 10 days under intimation to the Commission. 

4.

It is also made clear that in case the complete and correct information is not supplied to the Appellant within this period, provisions of Sections 20(1) and 19(8)(b)  of RTI Act, 2005 shall have to be invoked against the concerned PIOs  responsible for delay in the supply of requisite information to the Appellant. Therefore, it is directed that the PIO shall be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith a copy of information so supplied to the Appellant. He will  explain reasons in writing/orally  for delay and shall submit a list of PIOs, who remained posted since 21.02.2011, date of submission of RTI application by the Appellant so that responsibility for the delay could be fixed. 
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5.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 09.02.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

6.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 21.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anil Sandhir,

S/o Shri Satya Pal Sandhir,

#2994, HIG, Phase-1, Dugri,

Ludhiana..








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D.P.I.(SE), Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o D.P.I.(SE), Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC -  1169/2011

Present:
Smt  Anil Sandhir, Appellant, in person.


None is present  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Anil Sandhir vide his RTI application dated 26.09.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-Secretary, Punjab Physical Education Development Board, sought information on 5 points pertaining to the tenders invited for purchase of sports kits for the National Games in the year 2010-2011.. On receiving no information, he filed an appeal  with the First Appellate Authority of the office of DPI(SE), Punjab Chandigarh vide his application dated 27.10.2011. Having no response, he filed second appeal with the Commission vide his application dated 11.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to concerned parties for today. 
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2.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent PIO/First Appellate Authority  nor any information has been supplied to the Appellant.  A perusal of the case file reveals that the  First Appellate Authority has also not taken any action on his first appeal.  Since there is an alternate and efficacious   remedy of first appeal available under Section 19(1) of RTI Act, 2005 and First Appellate Authority has had not the chance either to see whether PIO has passed any order or to review his order, case is remanded to him therefore. . The Appellant is directed to appear before the First Appellate Authority of the office of D.P.I.(SE), Punjab, Chandigarh on 10.01.2012 at 11.00 A.M.. The First Appellate Authority is also directed to hear his first appeal and pass appropriate orders so that requisite information could be supplied to him. In case, the Appellant is  not satisfied with the speaking order passed by the First Appellate Authority, he can file second appeal  with the Commission. 
3.

In these circumstances, the instant case is  disposed of.
4.

Copy of the order be sent to concerned  parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 21.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri C.L. Jindal,

333, Sector-A, Aggar Nagar,

Ludhiana.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Ludhiana(West).




Respondent

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Ludhiana.





 Respondent

AC - 1073/2011

Present:
Shri  Pankaj Jindal on behalf of the Appellant. 


Shri  Gagan Vishal,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 23.11.2011 when none was present  on behalf of the Respondent nor any information was supplied to the Appellant. Therefore, Shri Bikram Singh Brar, Assistant Registrar Cooperative Societies Ludhiana was directed to supply the requisite information correct and complete  in all respects to the Appellant within 10 days. He was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today with a copy of the information so supplied to the Appellant and to explain the reasons in writing/orally, as to why the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for non supply of information within stipulated time. 
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2.

Despite the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing,  Shri Bikram Singh Brar, Assistant Registrar, is not present. Shri Gagan Vishal, appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that Shri Bikram Singh Brar has been transferred and posted as Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Nabha. Shri Gagan Vishal assures the Commission that the requisite information will be supplied to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 

3. 

Taking a serious view of the disobedience of the orders of the Commission shown  by Shri Bikram Singh Brar, Assistant Registrar Nabha, he is directed to be present in person on  the next date of hearing to explain his conduct as to why he is not present today  and as to why requisite information has not been supplied to the Appellant so far and  also as to why provisions of Section 20(1)  be not  invoked against him for non supply of information to the Appellant. 

4.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 27.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to the concerned  parties. 




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 21.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
     

CC:

Shri Baikramjit Singh Brar, Assistant Registrar, 

           Cooperative Societies, Nabha, District Patiala.
                  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sat Pal,

# 3623, Street No. 1, 

Durgapur, Haibowal Kalan,  Ludhiana.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Zone-D,  Ludhiana.



 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Municipal Corporation,  Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC - 1081 /2011

Present:
Shri  Jagdish Ram, on behalf of the Appellant. 


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard  on 29.11.2011 through Video Conferencing when none was present on behalf of the Respondent. Shri Jagdish Ram, appearing on behalf of the Appellant, informed the Commission that information provided to him is incomplete and incorrect. Accordingly, directions were issued to the PIO to  supply  correct and complete information to the Appellant within 15 days after affording any opportunity of personal hearing to him. He was directed to explain reasons for the absence. He was also directed to depute APIO on the next date of hearing i.e. today alongwith a complete and correct information so supplied to the Appellant. 
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2.

Today again none is present on behalf of the Respondent  Taking a serious view of the disobedience of orders of the Commission shown by the PIO, he is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons in writing/orally as to why provisions of Section 20(1) and 19(8)(b)  be not invoked against him for  willfully not supplying complete and correct information to the Appellant. He is also directed to supply complete and correct information to the Appellant within 15 days and bring one copy of the information so supplied to the Appellant on the next date of hearing.. He is also directed to submit a list of PIOs who remained posted since 19.10.2010, the date of submission of RTI application by the Appellant so that responsibility for delay in supplying complete and correct information could be fixed.

3.

Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is to ensure that the PIO attends the court in persons on the next date of hearing.

4.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 09.02.2012 at 11.00 A.M.  in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to concerned  parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 21.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

CC:

Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
              
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmeet Singh Saini,

S/o Shri Baldev Singh Saini,

# 3130, Sector: 70, S.A.S. Nagar.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

PWD(B&R), Construction Division No. 4,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

PWD(B&R), Construction Division No. 4,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC - 1104/2011

Present:
Shri Gurmeet Singh Saini, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Angrej Singh, XEN,  Construction Division No. 4, Ludhiana, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 29.11.2011 when none was present on behalf of the Appellant.  Shri Angrej Singh, XEN,  Construction Division No. 4, Ludhiana informed the Commission that the Appellant has been asked to deposit  Rs. 19052/- as document charges so that the requisite information could be supplied to him. Accordingly, directions were issued to the Appellant to deposit the said document charges failing which it shall be presumed that the information is no longer required by him. 
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2.

Shri Gurmit Singh Saini, Appellant, states that he has received the information  and is satisfied. He submits that the case may be closed. 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 21.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmeet Singh Saini,

S/o Shri Baldev Singh Saini,

# 3130, Sector: 70, S.A.S. Nagar.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

PWD(B&R), Construction Division No. 3,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

PWD(B&R), Construction Division No. 3,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC - 1105/2011

Present:
Shri Gurmeet Singh Saini, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Jagdeep Singh Tung,  XEN,  Construction Division No. 3, Ludhiana, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 29.11.2011 when none was present on behalf of the Appellant.  Shri Satish Vohra, SDE Doraha informed the Commission that the Appellant has been asked to deposit  Rs. 69708/- as document charges so that the requisite information could be supplied to him. Accordingly, directions were issued to the Appellant to inspect and relevant record  so that specific information not exceeding 250 pages could be supplied to him.
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2.

Shri Gurmit Singh Saini, Appellant, makes a written submission dated 21.12.2011 stating that he is not in a position to pay Rs. 69,708/- as document charges and requests that the case may be closed. 

3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of and closed.
4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 21.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bolapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC - 3149 /2011

Present:
None is present  on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Shingara Singh, Head Draftsman, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 29.11.2011 when the matter was referred back to the PIO-cum-Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  to decide on the information asked for by the Complainant at points No. 1 to 4 of his RTI application within 15 days by affording him an opportunity of personal hearing and apprise the Commission of the latest position on the next date of hearing i.e. today. 

2.

Shri  Shingara Singh Head Draftsman , appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that  the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 159/APIO-C/DRG, dated 19.12.2011 and due receipt 
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has been taken. He submits a copy of the said letter alongwith receipt taken from the Complainant, which is taken on record. 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 21.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Daya Bhan Yadav, Peon,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of 

Engineering & Technology,

Ferozepur – 152004.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  Principal Secretary,

Technical Education & Industrial Training,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Principal , Govt. Polytechnic College for Women,

Jalandhar.








 Respondent

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Board of Technical

  Education & Industrial Training,

Sector:36,  Chandigarh.






 Respondent
CC - 3324/2011

-
Present:
Shri Daya Bhan Yadav , Complainant, in person.
Smt. Raj Kumar, APIO-cum-HOD Library Science and Shri Naresh Kumar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Daya Bhan Yadav filed 3 RTI applications dated 28.04.2011, 27.05.2011 and 10.10.2011 with Public Information Officer, office of 
 Principal , Govt. Polytechnic College for Women, Jalandhar;  Public Information Officer, O/o Punjab State Board of Technical  Education & Industrial Training,Sector:36,  Chandigarh and  Public Information Officer, O/o  Principal 
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Secretary, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh respectively  for seeking a copy of   Report of Inquiry conducted against Shri Naresh Nagpal, Ex-Principal, Government Polytechnic College for Women, Jalandhar on the basis of a news item published in the Tribune.  Principal, Government Polytechnic College for Women, Jalandhar  sent a reply to the Complainant vide letter dated 29.06.2011 that the Inquiry Report sought for is not available in their record.  APIO of the office of Punjab State Board of Technical Education and Industrial  Training, Punjab, Chandigarh also sent a reply to the Complainant vide letter dated 01.06.2011 that the demanded information does not pertain to the Board and hence no information is available.  The APIO of the Board again sent a reply vide letter dated 22.09.2011 stating that the Board had not conducted any kind of inquiry against Shri Naresh Nagpal and hence no information is available.  Not satisfied with the reply, Shri Daya Bhan Yadav  filed a complaint with the Commission vide his application dated 15.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to the concerned parties for today.
2.

A letter dated 07.12.2011 has been received from the Principal, Government, Polytechnic College for Women, Jalandhar intimating that the requisite information available in their record has been supplied to the Complainant It has been further stated that two similar complaints were filed 
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earlier with the Commission by the Complainant which were disposed of by Shri R.I. Singh, CIC in CC-2275/2011 and by Smt. Ravi Singh, SIC in C-1980/2011. 
3.

Smt. Raj Kumari, appearing on behalf of Principal, Govt. Polytechnic College for Women, Jalandhar  reiterates that no inquiry report is available in their record and reply has been sent to the Complainant. 

4.

In these circumstances, the instant case is disposed of and closed.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 21.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Daya Bhan Yadav, Peon,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of 

Engineering & Technology,

Ferozepur – 152004.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director,  Technical

  Education & Industrial Training,

Sector:36,  Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 2776/2011

-

Present:
Shri Daya Bhan Yadav , Complainant, in person.
Dr. A. Karthik, IAS, PIO-cum-Joint  Secretary, Technical Education; Shri Harchand Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of Principal Secretary Technical Education; Smt. Monica Bansal, PIO-cum-Coordinator and Smt. Daljit Kaur, Additional Director, office of Director, Technical Education, Punjab,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 15.11.2011 when Shri Harchand Singh, Superintendent, Technical Education-2 Branch submitted that  Dr. A. Karthik,, Joint  Secretary Technical Education is not able to attend the proceedings as he is away to attend a Training Programme. He further stated that information could not be supplied to the Complainant as the concerned file is not traceable and the action to lodge FIR with the Police is being initiated . Accordingly, all the PIOs 
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were directed to make their written submissions on the next date of hearing i.e.
today  explaining reasons as to why provisions of Section 20(1) of he RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against them for the delay on the part in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him during this long period. It was also directed that the PIOs of the office of Principal Secretary, Technical Education and  Director, Technical Education  shall be personally present on the next date of hearing i.e. today.
2.

Accordingly, Dr. A. Karthik, IAS,  PIO-cum-Joint Secretary, Technical Education, Punjab and the PIO of the office of Director Technical Education, Punjab, are present today.  Dr. Karthik states that all efforts have been made to trace out the missing file but with no success. He further states that he is ready to supply any information, available in their record,  to the Complainant but copy of Inquiry Report cannot be supplied as the concerned file is not traceable. 
3.

In view of this fact, it is directed that an affidavit  by the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary, Technical Education to the effect that the concerned file is not traceable, be submitted before the next date of hearing alongwith a copy of DDR and  alongwith reasons, explaining as to why provisions of Sections 20 and 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against the PIO/Public Authority   
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for willful delay and denying of information and loss and detriment suffered by the Appellant. 
4.

The PIOs have submitted their written submissions  as   per the 
orders of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing. 
5.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 28.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
6.

Copy of the order be sent to the concerned  parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 21.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
