STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Sewa  Singh

S/o Sh. Gurmail Singh,

R/o  179, Gali No.3,

Mohalla Indira  Colony,

Ek Rupaya  Roti Trust,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.     



             ……Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional  Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation,

Focal Point, Ludhiana.     




             …….Respondent

CC No.3376  of   2010

   ORDER

Present :-
 Mr.  Sewa Singh, Complainant, in person. 

 Mr.  Sanjeev Jolly, A.E.E.,  Focal Point, for  the Respondent.

____

The RTI request, dated 02.08.2010, is in the nature of a complaint/ 
allegations against  02 officials of the Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, addressed to the  Deputy Chief Minister.  The allegation is  that  these officials  have connived with the consumers to provide “commercial”  power connections. An interim reply was sent to the Complainant on 05.08.2010 which is on record. This response was sent  following  down-marking of the RTI  applications from the office of Deputy Chief  Minister.  Not satisfied with the  response, a complaint was filed with the Commission which is registered against S.I.C.P. Diary No. 20611 dated 08.11.2010. 

2.

During the hearing today it transpires that the Complainant has sought similar/identical information earlier also in  04 cases : AC-932, AC-933, AC-934 of 2010 and CC-3341 of 2010, which was given to the Complainant during the course of hearing on 13.12.2010, when all these cases were disposed of and closed. In all 04 cases, AC-932, AC-933, AC-934 of2010 and CC-3341 of 2010, the Complainant had expressed his satisfaction and stated he did not wish to pursue the case(s) further.
3.

In fact, the Complainant has filed 03 more RTI requests including the instant case, as a sequel to his earlier 04 RTI applications.  The issues involved are almost the same in all 07 RTI applications. 
4.

The reply of the Respondent is the same in the instant case, CC-3376/2010, as was given in the above 04 cases  : AC-932, AC-933, AC-934 of 2010 and CC-3341 of 2010.

In view of this, since the information  already stands supplied, this case is  
also disposed of and closed. 
Announced  in  the hearing. 

Copies of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                   (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, December 20, 2010.
                          
        State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Sewa Singh

S/o Sh. Gurmail Singh,

r/o  H. No. 179, Gali No.3,

Mohalla Indra Colony,

Chandigarh Road, 

Ek  Rupaya  Roti Trust, Ludhiana. 




 ……Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Principal Secretary , Power, 

Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh.      



             …….Respondent

CC No.  3378  of   2010

    ORDER

Present :-
 Mr.  Sewa Singh, Complainant, in person. 



 Mr. Dev Raj, Sr, Asstt,. for the Respondent.





----------
The RTI request, dated 26.08.2010, is in the nature of a complaint/ 

allegations against  02 officials of the Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, addressed to the  Deputy Chief Minister.  The allegation is  that  these officials  have connived with the consumers to provide “commercial”  power connections. An interim reply was sent to the Complainant on 05.08.2010 which is on record. This response was sent  following  down-marking of the RTI  applications from the office of Deputy Chief  Minister.  Not satisfied with the  response, a complaint was filed with the Commission which is registered against S.I.C.P. Diary No. 20613 dated 08.11.2010. 

2.

During the hearing today it transpires that the Complainant has sought similar/identical information earlier also in  04 cases : AC-932, AC-933, AC-934 of 2010 and CC-3341 of 2010, which was given to the Complainant during the course of hearing on 13.12.2010, when all these cases were disposed of and closed. In all 04 cases, AC-932, AC-933, AC-934 of2010 and CC-3341 of 2010, the Complainant had expressed his satisfaction and stated he did not wish to pursue the case(s) further.

3.

In fact, the Complainant has filed 03 more RTI requests including the instant case, as a sequel to his earlier 04 RTI applications.  The issues involved are almost the same in all 07 RTI applications. 

4.

The reply of the Respondent is the same in the instant case, CC-3378/2010, as was given in the above 04 cases  : AC-932, AC-933, AC-934 of 2010 and CC-3341 of 2010.

In view of this, since the information  already stands supplied, this case is  
also disposed of and closed. 
Announced  in  the hearing. 

Copies of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                   (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, December 20, 2010.
                          
        State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Sewa Singh

S/o Sh. Gurmail Singh,

r/o  H. No. 179, Gali No.3,

Mohalla Indra Colony,

Chandigarh Road, 

Ek  Rupaya  Roti Trust, Ludhiana. 




 ……Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Chairman,

Punjab State Power Corporation,

Patiala.






           

  …….Respondent

CC No.3377  of   2010

    ORDER

Present :-
 Mr.  Sewa Singh, Complainant, in person. 

 Mr.  Sanjeev Jolly, A.E.E.,  Focal Point, for  the Respondent.

____



The RTI request, dated 26.08.2010, is in the nature of seeking follow up 

action on Complainant’s letter dated 21.04.2010 which is a complaint in which allegation of corruption have been levied against 02 officials  of the Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, addressed to the  Deputy Chief Minister. The allegation is  that  these officials  have connived with the consumers to provide “commercial”  power connections.
That letter was transferred to Chairman of Punjab State Power Corporation 

Limited.

2.

Yet another letter of Complainant dated 31.05.2010 on the same issue was also marked down to the present Respondent. The Complainant’s 26.08.2010 RTI request is thus an off shoot of his letters to Deputy Chief Minister.

3.

The RTI request dated 26.08.2010 is addressed to Chairman, Punjab State Power corporation ltd, Patiala. On not getting any response, he filed a complaint with the Commission which is registered against S.I.C.P. Diary No. 20612 dated 08.11.2010. This RTI application is also with reference to his 02.08.2010 representation to the Deputy Chief Minister which was also marked down to the Chairman, Punjab State Power corporation ltd, Patiala.
4.

During the hearing today it transpires that the Complainant has sought similar/identical information earlier also in  04 cases : AC-932, AC-933, AC-934 of 2010 and CC-3341 of 2010, which was given to the Complainant during the course of hearing on 13.12.2010, when all these cases were disposed of and closed. In all 04 cases, AC-932, AC-933, AC-934 of2010 and CC-3341 of 2010, the Complainant had expressed his satisfaction and stated he did not wish to pursue the case(s) further.

5.

In fact, the Complainant has filed 03 more RTI requests including the instant case, as a sequel to his earlier 04 RTI applications.  The issues involved are almost the same in all 07 RTI applications. 

6.

The reply of the Respondent is the same in the instant case, CC-3377/2010, as was given in the above 04 cases  : AC-932, AC-933, AC-934 of 2010 and CC-3341 of 2010.



In view of this, since the information  already stands supplied, this case is  
also disposed of and closed. 


Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                   (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, December 20, 2010.
                          
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Rameshvar Dass,

r/o  3/390, 

Opp. New  Courts,

Sunam,  Distt. Sangrur.            




 ……Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Punjab School Education Board,

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


             …….Respondent

CC No.  3380  of   2010

   ORDER

Present :-
None for the Complainant. 

Mr.  Virender Madaan, Sr. Asstt.  for  the Respondent.

____



The RTI request is dated 07.06.2010. The information demanded is the photostat copy of the answer-sheet.  A response was sent to Complainant on 02.08.2010, a copy of which is on record. As per this response,  this information can not be supplied as it is exempt under Section 8(e) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and also the answer-sheets are destroyed after one year. Not satisfied, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 01.11.2010. The complainant has sent another letter, dated 13.12.2010 in which he has cited the order of the Commission dated 28.05.2010. This order of the Commission is not applicable in the present case. That order relates only to competitive 

Examinations. 


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.


Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                   (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, December 20, 2010.
                          
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Rajpal

S/o Sh.  Bhagat Ram,

V. P.O.  Narot Jaimal Singh,

Tehsil Pathankot, 

Distt. Gurdaspur - 145026.

     



 ……Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Primary Education Officer,

Narot Jaimal Singh,

Distt.  Gurdaspur.





           …….Respondent

CC No.  3381  of   2010

  ORDER

Present :-
Mr. Rajpal, Complainant, in person. 

None  for  the Respondent.

____



The RTI request is, dated 15.09.2010, wherein the information demanded pertains to a particular teacher who,  the Complainant alleges, has tampered his date of birth and wants details of his service. On not getting any response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 29.10.2010. 
2.

There is no appearance on behalf of the Respondent. One more opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide the requisite information as per record, duly attested and in consonance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the Complainant and endorse a copy of the covering letter to the Commission before the next date of hearing. 

The case is adjourned to 09.02.2011 (Wednesday) at 11:00 AM, in 

Chamber, SCO 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.



Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                   (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, December 20, 2010.
                          
        State Information Commissioner.
P.S.

The Respondent –B.P.E.O., Mrs Prem Lata, has appeared after the order was dictated in the open court. She apologises for late appearance due to heavy fog en route from Narot Jaimal Singh(Gurdaspur) to Chandigarh today. 

The Respondent says that in response to RTI request of Mr. Rajpal, dated 15.09.2010, a reply was sent to him denying the information. She also explains that the person about whom information is being sought is a Head Teacher who has also submitted that no information be provided to the applicant since the information pertains to 





-2-

the 3rd party. She says even otherwise under Section 8(1) ( j ), this information can not be given since no larger public interest or activity is involved if this information was to be disclosed to the applicant. Moreover, the 3rd party has conveyed to the Respondent-PIO   

that the same applicant had earlier also sought information about him through the Director General School Education, Punjab where he had made a complaint against him. Following that complaint, an inquiry was held by the Principal of Senior Secondary School (Boys), Gurdaspur. This applicant was also provided copies of the case files in the Hon’ble High Court, orders of the Department of Personnel by which the Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur has held an inquiry into the allegations against him as well as a copy of the speaking order passed by the D.P.I. And that this applicant, who is a retired teacher, is harassing him. 

The Respondent is directed to send in writing what she has stated before the Commission to the applicant within one week and endorse a copy of that letter to the Commission. The case stands adjourned to 09.02.2011 as above.
Chandigarh,




                                   (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, December 20, 2010.
                          
        State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Ramanjit Singh,

S/O Sh. Tarsem Singh,

# 244, Golden Avenue- II,

Jalandhar- 144022.     

   




 ……Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Education Officer(S),

Jalandhar






           …….Respondent

CC No.  3386  of   2010

ORDER

Present :-
 None for the Complainant. 

 Mr.  Kewal Krishan, Supdt., for  the Respondent.

____



The Complainant, vide his RTI application dated 16.8.2010, addressed to  District Education Officer (S), Jalandhar, has sought information regarding action taken against those teachers who have shown poor results. On not getting any response, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 08.11.2010. 
2.

The Respondent today submits a copy of the information sent to the Complainant which is taken on record.
3.

The Complainant is absent without intimation.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and 
closed.


Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                   (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, December 20, 2010.
                          
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Ramanjit Singh,

S/O Sh. Tarsem Singh,

# 244, Golden Avenue- II,

Jalandhar- 144022.     

   



 ……Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director General School  Education,

SCO No.104-106, Sector 34-A, 

Chandigarh.    





           …….Respondent

CC No.  3387  of   2010

ORDER

Present :-
None for the Complainant.
 Mr.  Rajesh Thukral, Clerk, for  the Respondent.

____



The Complainant, vide his RTI application dated 16.8.2010, addressed to  Director General School Education, Punjab,  has sought information regarding action taken against those teachers who have shown poor results. On not getting any response, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 08.11.2010.
2.

The Respondent today submits a copy of the covering letter,  dated 20.12.2010, vide which the information has been sent to the Complainant. The same is taken on record.


3.

The Complainant is absent without intimation.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of and 
closed.


Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties

Chandigarh,




                                   (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, December 20, 2010.
                          
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Ramanjit Singh,

S/O Sh. Tarsem Singh,

# 244, Golden Avenue- II,

Jalandhar- 144022.     

   



 ……Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director Public Instruction (S),  





           

Sector 17-D, Chandigarh. 





 …….Respondent

CC No.  3388  of   2010

ORDER

Present :-
 None for the Complainant.
 None for  the Respondent.

____



The Complainant, vide his RTI application dated 16.8.2010, addressed to  Director Public Instruction (S), Punjab,  has sought information regarding action taken against those teachers who have shown poor results. On not getting any response, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 08.11.2010.

2.

Since the information sought in the present case is the same/identical 


as sought in case, CC-3386/2010, the response given by the D.E.O., Jalandhar, should suffice.
3.

The Complainant is absent without intimation.

In view of the above, this case is, thus,  disposed of and closed.


Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties
Chandigarh,




                                   (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, December 20, 2010.
                          
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Kidar Nath,

R/o House No. 22, Block B,

Defence Enclave Patiala Road,

Zirakpur,  Distt. SAS Nagar.

  
            
                      ……Appellant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh




                   ….…Respondents


AC No. 772  of  2010

         ORDER

Present :-
None for the Appellant. 

(1)  Mr. Yashpal Manvi, PIO,  (2)  Mr. Devinder Singh, PCS, D.P.I. 

and (3)  Mr. Rakesh Kumar,  Sr. Asstt.   for  the Respondent.

____



In compliance with the order dated 01.12.2010, Office Assistant, Mr. Rakesh Kumar, has submitted his affidavit, dated 16.12.2010, which is on record. The Director of Public Instruction, Mr Devinder Singh, PCS, is personally present and has made a written submission dated 20.12.2010, which, however, is not in the form of an affidavit. 
2.

The Respondent says that the requisite information has been sent to the Appellant on 14.12.2010 by post. A copy of the covering letter dated 10.12.2010 is on record. The Respondent- D.P.I. assures that proper system would be  put in operation to make quick and effective response to RTI applications received in the office of Director of Public Instruction. Orally as well as in his written submission he states that the Dealing Assistant, Mr.  Rakesh Kumar, has been proceeded against and has been served with the charge-sheet. Taking cognizance of the failure of the administrative system, resource constraints, the Commission accepts the Affidavit of Mr. Rakesh Kumar and the written submission of the Director of Public Instruction with the direction that D.P.I. should put  its house in order. The show-cause notice on both the officials is dropped. 
3.

A copy of this order be sent to the Principal Secretary, Education, Punjab Govt., who should take cognizance of the functioning of the D.P.I. office.


With this, the case is disposed of and closed.


Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                   (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, December 20, 2010.
                          
        State Information Commissioner.
CC : Principal Secretary, School Education, Punjab  Govt., Chandigarh.

