STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh.Sohan Lal (President)
Prabandh Samiti Arya Kanya

Vidyala, Kharar, Distt. Mohali.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,
S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1554 of 2007
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Jagdish Chander Verma on behalf of the Complainant.

Narinder Singh, Dy.D.E.O./PIO in person.
In the earlier order dated 16.04.2008, the PIO was directed to appear personally at today’s hearing. 

Lot of confusion has been created due to the demise of the original complainant (Sh. Sohan Lal, President). Sh. Jagdish Chander Verma who is now appearing on behalf of the previous complainant submits that he has all the information which were earlier in the possession of Sh. Sohan Lal. The respondent Narinder Singh, Dy. D.E.O./PIO is present today. Unfortunately he is neither familiar with the provisions of the Act nor with the facts of the case. Therefore, he has been directed that only the original application dated 01.05.2007 has to be attended. He contends that certain portions of information have been provided to the complainant but only third party information has not been submitted. Since he is not familiar with either Section 11 or Section 8, 9 of the RTI Act, 2005, he cannot explain the reason for denying information under this section. Therefore, he is directed to come well-prepared at the next date of hearing with all the answers related to the original application. 
The next date of hearing is 4.08.2008 at 2:30 pm.







    











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.07.2008

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurtej Singh,
Near Baba Math,

Tappa Mandi, 

Distt. Barnala. 

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (S),

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2147 of 2007
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Gurtej Singh, Complainant in person.
Sh. Joginder Dutt, Supdt./APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 


Today APIO Joginder Dutt contends that all information pertaining to the original application dated 13.10.2007 has been supplied. The complainant submits that information provided to him is false and misleading.  The complainant has been told that information which has been obtained from C.DAC agency has also been signed by the Superintendent/APIO. If he still wishes to dispute this information, then he can go to higher competent authority. According to my view, information pertaining to the original application dated 13.10.2007 has been supplied. The case is, therefore, disposed of & closed .







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.07.2008
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Om Parkash Garg,
# Street No.9, New Patel

Nagar, Nabha. 

…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,
Punjab School Education Board

S.A.S. Nagar Mohali. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 430  of 2007
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Yashpal Sharma, Supdt./APIO on behalf of the Respondent.


Today Yashpal Sharma, Supdt. Education (6) Branch is present from the office of Secretary Education, Punjab, Chandigarh. It seems that there is still lot of confusion regarding the address of the respondent and it appears that the letter has been again sent to the wrong branch of the Education Department because of the clerical mistake in the Deputy Registrar’s office. Therefore it is directed that the letter should be sent to the PIO O/o The Secretary Punjab School Education Board, Mohali and this should be corrected on the file cover also. The presence of Sh. Yashpal Sharma is therefore not considered a proper representation.    
The next date of hearing is 28.07.2008 at 2:30 p.m.









 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.07.2008

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Amandeep Goyal,
Advocate, Court Complex,

Phul Town, Distt. 

Bathinda. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions(s),
Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2048 of 2007
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 
Sh. Prem Nath, Suptd./APIO on behalf of the Respondent.


In the earlier order dated 23.04.2008 it was observed that “Amandeep Goyal can verify the information which he seeks from the office and present any of the points which have not been delivered at the next date of hearing” . 



A telephone message has been received from Sh. Rupinder Garg (on behalf of the complainant) stating that he cannot appear for today’s hearing. Two letters have been received from the complainant stating that he is unable to visit the office of  PIO C/o Director Public Instructions because of 200 Km. distance (Rampura Phull where he is residing). He has also demanded penalization and compensation. 


The respondent submits that the information sought was voluminous and a letter was dispatched to the complainant on 13.12.2007 seeking for more time to collect the information. This explanation for the delay is accepted. All information according to the respondent has been delivered except marks in Punjabi (elective) in B.A. Part-III of selected candidates.  Sh. Prem Nath contends that details of these marks are only with the concerned candidates and cannot be obtained. The plea of the complainant stating that he cannot visit the office is not accepted, since his representative Rupinder Garg appears in this court and can access the information on any working day. The plea for compensation by Amandeep Goyal is not accepted because he has not followed the directions of the Commission. The case,  is therefore, disposed of & closed. 







           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.07.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Surinder Mohan Gupta,
B-18/132, Purian Mohalla,

Sheikhan Gali, Batala. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(s),
Ludhiana. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2059 of 2007
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 


Sh. Madanjit Singh/APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 


A show cause notice was issued in the earlier order on 23.04.2008 as to why action should not be taken against the PIO for not furnishing the information within the time specified in sub section 1 of Section 7 of the RTI Act.


Today an affidavit has been filed stating “that on 07.06.2007 complainant was informed that the information is sought from the concerned branch. In this way this office responded within one month from the date of receipt of application of the complainant”. 



The affidavit mentions various dates when information was collected and finally sent on 27.08.2008 by registered post. Since the respondent had informed the complainant on 07.06.2008 which is within the stipulated period of 30 days, therefore, explanation of respondent is accepted. In the letter dated 16.06.2008 Surinder Mohan Gupta only demands penalty and does not mention that information supplied to him is incorrect. Seeing the merits of the case his plea for penalty is not accepted. Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of. 







           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.07.2008
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh.Raghubar
S/o Sh. Topan Dass,

R/o 2753-B, Rajpura Town,

Distt. Patiala. 

….Complainant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Mini Secretariat,
Patiala.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 56 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Raghubar, Complainant in person.
Sh. Harnek Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.



Sh. Raghubar had filed a complaint dated nil received in the Commission on 08.01.2008 that his original application dated 24.09.2007 along with a postal order for Rs.10/- has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding position of the case i.e. “Raghubar Vs. Nahar Singh, R/o 609/3, Khalsa Mohala Patiala under the orders of District Consumer Forum, Patiala”. Two letters from Tehsildar Patiala have been received dated 09.05.2008 and 08.05.2008. One letter vide No.456/Recovery/RTI submits that the respondent could not attend the hearing on 12.05.2008 due to election. This hearing did not take place since the State Government declared public holiday on 12.05.2008. The second letter reference No.455/Recovery/RTI states that according to the decision of the Consumer court, notice was sent to Nahar Singh. It seems that the persons cited above is no longer residing in the address mentioned in the letter. Sh. Raghubir states that this information was not communicated to him otherwise he would have provided the changed address. 


Harnek Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the respondent is neither PIO or APIO nor is familiar with the case or provisions of the Act. Therefore, I am of the prima facie view that the PIO has without any reasonable cause not furnished information within the time specified in Sub Section 1 of Section 7 of the RTI Act. Therefore, it is directed that the PIO should be personally present at the next date of hearing and provide an explanation. Information being sought should also be supplied to the applicant within 15 days and to file compliance report in the Commission. 


The next date of hearing is 04.08.2008 at 2.30 pm.



           



(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 02.07.08
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jagmohan Singh Makkar,
347/86 Model Colony Salim

Tabery, Ludhiana. 

….Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions(s),
Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 75 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Jagmohan Singh Makkar Complainant in person.
Smt. Kamlesh Sood, Assistant Director/PIO in person. 


The complainant Mr. Jagmohan Singh Makkar submitted a complaint on dated 07.01.2008 received in the Commission on 09.01.2008 that his original application dated 28.11.2007 has not been attended to. 


Information sought by him is :-

1. Copy of the order by which Hon’ble High Court ordered for the regularization of employee of Chanan Devi Memorial Govt. Girls High School.”

2. Harvinder Kaur, G.P.F. No. 8227

3. Anu Sehgal, GPF No. 8225, Copies of orders for not giving regular appointment to the above stated persons.

4. From what date the GPF was deducted and what is the percentage of GPF deducted of the employees till date and upto what date the GPF has been deposited.”


As regards information is concerned the respondent Kamlesh Sood, Assistant Director/PIO submits that this is third party information and they have written to the concerned people cited above. She is not clear about the provisions of the Act and has been asked to study the provision regarding third party information and is also directed to reply accordingly within 15 days to the complainant with a copy for record to the Commission. Part information has been provided to the complainant in the Court. 


The next date of hearing is 04.08.2008 at 2.30 pm.



           



(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 02.07.08

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Arun Kumar Narad,
S/o Sh. Mahi Pual Narad,

R/o H.No.51, Village Khudda Lahora 

U.T. Chandigarh. 

…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director Health & Family
Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO.293  of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Arun Kumar Narad, Complainant in person.

Sh. Mulk Raj/APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 


Mr. Arun Kumar Narad submitted his original application dated 16.10.2007 to the PIO O/o Director Health and Family Welfare Department, Chandigarh. Information sought by him is regarding:-



“Department of Personnel vide circular No. 14/33/94-4PP III/15877 dated 25.07.07 issued directions that the services of the employees appointed on adhoc/89 days basis etc. should not be terminated and they will continue till further orders of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India.



Whether the department terminated their services and whether they continue to service?  If continue, what was the criteria followed to their continuance.  
(b) Whether any break in service was made.  If yes, supply me the copy of such instructions of the Govt. 

(c) If they continued in service what the benefits were given to them?  Copy of such orders may please be supplied.“


After the stipulated period of 30 days, appellant filed a first appeal to the appellate authority and after receiving no response from the appellate authority, appellant preferred the instant second appeal to the Commission on 08.01.2008 (received in the Commission on 09.01.2008). 



Today the respondent states that all information pertaining to his original application has been supplied to him and case is hereby disposed of. 











    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.07.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. M.M. Sharma
# 3276, Sec-21-D,

Chandigarh.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Punjab School Education
Board, Mohali. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO.59 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. M.M.Sharma, Complainant in person.

Sh. Virender Kumar/ PIO in person.

Mr. M.M. Sharma filed a complaint on 8.01.08 received in the Commission on the same date stating that information sought on 29.11.07 with Rs. 10/- has not been attended to.

Information sought by him:-

1. Copy of the Board’s decision under which the services of all the employees were provisionally allocated in the existing capacity from Punjab University to Punjab School Education Board as per Memo No. SEB-PB-69/135 dated 12.09.1969 and were confirmed in the Board from time to time.

2. Whether the consent of the above said Punjab University employees to absorb them in the service of the Board was taken. If yes, the copy of the same consent of the officials may also be supplied with their signatures on the consent. 

3. Copy of the proceedings of the Board dated 29.09.1969, Item No. 8 and also proceedings dated 18.11.1969 regarding with their signatures on the consent. 

4. That a reply dated 18.12.07 has been received wherein the Punjab School Education Board has given information only on item No. (iii) has not given any information to the first two items.  Photocopy of the reply of the Board is attached.



In his complaint, he also submits that a reply dated 18.12.07 has been received wherein the PSEB has given information only on item No. 3. His contention that the photocopy is not clear has been accepted and he will be provided with a fresh copy.



The respondent states that the information on the first two items is 37 years old and is not traceable.  After lot of arguments Virender Kumar states that some information is to be collected from Punjab University.  If the information is old then there must be some record when the files were weeded out. These should be traced and the complainant should be informed with a copy of the same supplied to the Commission.  The Complainant has also handed over his replication dated 02.07.2008, copy of which is also given to the respondent to study.  The PIO is directed to file a compliance report within 15 days with a copy for record to the Commission. 



Adjourned to 23.07.2008 for further proceedings. 










    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.07.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jas Raj s/o 

Kaur Chand Vill

Kotbhai, P.O. Khash

Tehsil Giderhbaha

Distt.Muktsar. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director Health & Family

Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO.62  of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Jas Raj, Complainant in person.


Sh. Arvinder Pal Singh, Tehsildar/APIO on behalf of the Respondent



Sh. Jasraj submitted his complaint on 4.01.08 (received in the Commission on 8.01.08) that his original application dated 23.11.2007 has not been attended to. 


Today the complainant states that he has received all information from the concerned PIO and he is satisfied. Copy of the information received by him is presented in the court by the respondent (Tehsildar/APIO). Therefore the case is hererby disposed of. 










    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.07.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Mukhtiar Singh

Vill. Mustafapur PO

Wadala Banger, Tehsil

& Distt. Gurdaspur. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO.63  of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, Complainant in person. 

Smt. Pushpa Devi, on behalf of the Respondent. 


Mukhtiar Singh filed a complaint on 09.01.2008 (received in the Commission on the same day) that his original application dated 26.12.2007 has not been attended to. 


Information has been given to the complainant which answers all 20 questions in the original application. Letter dated 09.05.2008 also explains the complainant’s status of appointment. The complainant is not satisfied with the information and is also under the misconception that the Commission can decide his case on merits of the claim. It has been explained to him that the RTI Act, 2005 is only for providing  information.


He has pointed out the discrepancies in the letter dated 26.12.2007 and the respondent is directed “to supply the information as per application immediately and without any further delay/within 15 days and to file compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing, alongwith a copy of the receipt of the information by the applicant as well as a copy of the information supplied for record of the Court”.  


The next date of hearing is 23.07.2008 at 2:30 PM.










    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.07.2008
