STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.
SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Parkash Singh,

VPO Reond Kallan,

District Mansa..

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o D.P.I (S),
SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigharh.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1350 OF 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Ram Singh, APIO is present on behalf of Respondent



Sh. Parkash Singh submitted his complaint dated 31.07.07 to State Information Commission received in this Commission on 06.08.07.  Had made an application to the PIO dated 02.04.07 in the O/o Education Department, Punjab, Chandigarh for information under RTI Act, 2005 with due payment of fees.  The complainant had enquired the following information.

1. Please send me the action taken report of inquiry conducted by Sh. Sidhu P.C.S Adm. Officer against Sh. Harmesh Kumar Clerk of Govt. Sr. Sec. School Reond Kalan Distt. Mansa in May 2006 where every charge was proved and was on the record.
2.
Kindly tell me the time lime for releasing.  Action Taken Report in such type of inquiries.  Please send me the copy of such rule book.  If any action was taken against 
the erring official, then please send me the copy of the Action Taken Report.

A letter was dispatched on 01.06.07 in which it was stated that the enquiry has been dispatched to the Director, Administration in May 2007 any reply is awaited regarding the action taken against Sh. Harmesh Kumar.  Today Sh. Ram Singh who is present states that various PCS Officers who were holding charge regarding this enquiry have been posted in small period of time.  Therefore, the delay has occurred.  The Respondent is also not aware of the Act and the time lime described for giving out information.  It has been explained to him not only to study the Act but aware of the fact that if the information is not given within 30 days then a show cause notice and a penalty can be levied under section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  He has promised to get all the required information from the concerned authority within one month.  Therefore, it is assumed that the Complainant will have the required information by the next date of hearing i.e. 17.12.07 










-Sd-









(Mrs. Ravi Singh)








State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 05.11.2007

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Balkar Signh,

196, Diamond Avenue,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Secy. to Punjab Govt.,

Education Department,

Chandigarh

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1326 OF 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Sh. Satwant Singh, APIO is present on behalf of Respondent


Balkar Singh submitted his complaint dated 30.07.07 to State Information Commission received in this Commission on 02.05.07 and had made an application to the PIO dated 24.05.07 in the O/o Education Department, Punjab, Chandigarh for information under RTI Act, 2005 with due payment of fees has not been attended too.  He had in his complaint requested an enquiry into the complaint made to Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh on 03.10.06 regarding Sh. Avtar Singh who got job as Lab Attendant at Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Jandiala School, Amritsar on the basis of fake physically handicapped certificate.  Today Respondent has brought information where he has brought documentation in which it is stated that the complaint of Sh. Balkar Singh against Sh. Avtar Singh has been sent to Director Administration O/o Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh for taking immediate necessary action and also sent a report to the 
Government about the action taken which is still awaited. The letter also states that further necessary action in the complaint is to be taken by the Director Administration O/o PIO, Public Instructions, Punjab, Chandigarh being a competent authority.  The appellant has not brought the proof of the Speed Post which has been dispatched only today regarding this information i.e. 05.11.07.  He has been directed to bring the information of speed post and if the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing i.e. 21.11.07 it means that he is satisfy and the case may be disposed off.














        






-sd-
(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







         State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 05.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Vipin Grover (Journalist),

#167, Gali No. -6B, 

Dashmesh Nagar,

Moga.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Punjab State Electricity Board, (North), 

Sub Division,

Moga.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1306 OF 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
Mr. Vipin Grover is present  in person.



Piyar Singh is present on behalf of Respondent


Sh. Piyara Singh has appeared on the behalf of the PIO with the authority letter from S. Gurcharan Singh( IAAE).  He has hardly any knowledge of the case and can only quote the letter which has been sent through him stating that the record asked by the Complainant regarding the increase in load in May 1998 has been destroyed because of water flooding in the office where the record was stored.  The Respondent is not in befitting position to appear in the Court since he is not on the designated either on the post of PIO or APIO and he has no knowledge of case. The Complainant states that the building which houses the records of the documentation he has asked for has no water logging and the records are kept on the shelves and Cub boards where they can not be destroyed.  It has been pointed out to the respondent that there is a procedure in every departmental office of recording the documents which have been destroyed. Therefore at the next date of hearing the Respondent will produce records of the above documents and only a person who is familiar with the case will appear in the Court with the proper designation.  It is further stated that the original application record in the Form A is neither in the record of the Commission nor with the Complainant fr with the Respondent.  Only a letter dated 28.05.07 by the Punjab State Electricity Board, (North), Sub Division, Moga stating that the information ;sought by the Complainant has been destroyed is attached in the file.  It has been pointed out to the Complainant that he should produce this letter and produce it in the Commission within 14 days, otherwise it will be difficult to proceed further with the case because no letter date and reference number has been mentioned even in the complaint.  The next date of hearing is 26.11.07










-Sd-
(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







         State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 05.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Neelam Kumari Sood,

W/o Sh. Sukhdev  Kumar Sood,
Mohalla Kishan Nagar, Nakodar,

Distt. Jallandhar. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,  

Jallandhar.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1319 OF 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
Mr. Vinay K. Sood is present  on behalf of Complainant.


Bhupinder Jit Singh, APIO is present on behalf of Respondent



Smt. Neelam Sood has submitted vide her application dated 30.07.07 received in this Commission on the same date stating that an application was made to the PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Jallandhar for information under RTI Act 2005 with due payment of fee has not been attended too.  The queries asked by the Complainant are as follows:
1. Under which rule the Accounts opened under M.P.K.P.Y. Scheme Authority No. 269162 of Neelam Kumari Sood has been transferred to other Agents for getting Commission by Deputy Commissioner/DSO Jallandhar.

2. The details of Accounts transferred by Distt. Saving Officer/Deputy Commissioner, Jallandhar (Accounts of R.D. opened by the applicant)

3. Order number and dates of cancellation of Transferring of above accounts as the Hon’ble High Court issued stay orders vide writ Pet. No. 5312/2007 dated 20.04.07.
4. Action taken on my application dated 7.05.07



A reply was sent on 05.06.07 answering the four points but after hearing the arguments given by both the parties present, it seems that this correspondent, which has been quoted by the Respondent Mr. Bhupinderjit Singh and further dissatisfied queries written by Mr. Vinay Kumar Sood has not been given either to the Commission or exchanged by both the parties.  Therefore, on request by the parties present, 8th of November, 2007 has been fixed where the Complainant go to the Respondent’s office at 11.00 a.m and satisfy himself regarding the four points mentioned.  Regarding point No. 4, Distt. Saving Officer is also involved and Bhupinderjit Singh assures the Court that he will also be present at that time so that the Complainant is satisfied.  It has also been stated to both the parties that which file they have brought to the Court can show to each other, but also submit the copies to the Commission for further study.  The next date of hearing has been fixed is 26.11.07








-Sd-
 








(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







         State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 31.10.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sunil Garg,
R/o 262, Vir Colony,
Bathinda. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o President, SSD,
Moti Ram Kanya, Mahavidyaliya

Bathinda.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1284 OF 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
Mr. Sunil Garg is present  in person.



Raj Kumar and Subhash Chander are present on behalf of Respondent


Sh. Sunil Garg, submitted vide his application dated 23.07.07 which was received in the Commission on 24.07.07 in which he has stated that he made an application on 30.05.07 submitted to the PIO, President Moti Ram Kanya Mahavidyaliya but, received no response. Today, the Complainant states that five months have lapsed and no information was given to him either in writing or telephonically in spite of meeting the President couple of time.  Only on receiving intimation from the Commission on 24th October 2007 fixing the date of hearing for 5.11.07 that information was sent to him by a Peon of the School when the Complainant was out of station.  The information sought by the Complainant is in four points which pertains to the details of the Provident Fund deducted from the date of joining till retirement i.e. 31.01.07.  Information also required in the interest of copy of the provident fund rules.  Today Raj Kumar, Clerk in the institution accompanied by Subhash Chander also a clerk have appeared with an authority letter from the Head Mistress.  They are not familiar with the case and are not the PIO or APIO of the School. It has been pointed out to them that only a rank of PIO or APIO designated official should appear in this Court.  The plea taken by him is that clerk who was responsible for maintaining the provident fund accounts expired on 14.07.07, therefore, no record was maintained in the school by anybody.  Today, surprisingly, they have appeared with details of P.F. of Mrs. Kanta Devi, W/o Sunil Garg and the Complainant requests that he should be given time for next date of hearing to study the records.  He also mentioned that penalty be imposed under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act 2005 for not giving any reply for last five months and also compensation should be rewarded to him for the monetary loss which he incurred in trying to get seek information.  Therefore, a show cause notice is given to the PIO to explain on the next date of hearing i.e. 26.11.07 as to why not only a penalty may be imposed but also why the Complainant given the compensation.  










-Sd-


(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







         State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh  
Dated 05.11.07
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Amar Singh,

Drojia Coop. Labour &

Construction Society Ltd.,

C/o Amritsar Coop. Labour  & Construction Society 

Albert Road, Amritsar. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Khalra Sub Division, Amritsar  

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1339 OF 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
Mr. Tilak Raj is present  on behalf of Complainant.



Balwinder Singh, APIO is present on behalf of Respondent



In the original Application dated 9.07.07 he had asked for a copy of the work order done by him for Sabha regarding Amritsar Rajbah Burji 71750-81500 in which there is no signature of Mr. Harjit Singh, S.D.O and a copy of the bill prepared by Mr. Bachan Singh, Junior Engineer. He had sent his complaint to the Commission on dated 20.07.07which is received in this Commission on 1.08.07 that Sh. Amar Singh has not received the information. Today he states that he has received the information sought for in his Original application and he is satisfied, therefore, the complaint is disposed of. 











-Sd-










(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







         State Information Commissioner.
Chandigarh

Dated 05.11.07
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Ms. Rachana Devi,

#30-G, Gobind Nagar,

Near Model Town,

Patiala. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o D.P.I, S.C.O-95-97, Sector-17/D,

Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1352 OF 2007

ORDER
Present: - 
None is present on behalf of Complainant.



Shashi Gagg, Clerk is present on behalf of Respondent


Rachana Devi  submitted vide her complaint dated 30.7.07 to the State Information Commission, received in this Commission on 6.8.07 that her application dated 3.5.07 had made to the PIO O/o DPI (S), Punjab Education Department for information under RTI Act - 2005 with due payment of fee has not been attended to.  The complainant sought information for the selection of Head Master/Head Mistress against adv/ Mp. 1/October, 2006(C-Dac):-

    1.   Supply name and merit of candidates appointed as Head Mistress against freedom   fighter quota.

    2.     My Registration No. is 10390.  Disclose my merit.  


Period of information required from 2006-07.  She has written in her complaint that the concerned authority failed to supply the information sought even after two months.  Today Mr. Shashi Gagg whose designation is of a Clerk has appeared without any authority letter or any knowledge of the Act.  He has produced a letter written to Rachana Devi on 1.8.07, which states that the information sought for does not concern with the PIO of DEO Office but with the Secretary Education.  Since Mr. Shashi Gagg is not familiar with the Act Section 6(3) had been read to him, which states:-

        "Where an application is made to a public authority requesting for an information:-

            1.   
which is held by another public authority; or

            2.    
the subject matter of which is more closely connected with the functions of another public authority,

        

the public authority, to which such application is made, shall transfer the application or such part of it as may be appropriate to that other public authority and inform the applicant immediately about such transfer:

        

Provided that the transfer of an application pursuant to this sub section shall be made as soon as practicable but in no case later than five days from the date of receipt of the application."


       It has also been pointed out to him that it is now the duty of the PIO (DPI), Chandigarh to give the information asked by Rachana Devi in her original complaint dated 30.4.07 and has also been further stated that an explanation or affidavit is to be given by the PIO in the next date of hearing as to why a show cause notice may not be issued for not only supplying information within 30 days.  The PIO should appear in person and also explain as to why the respondent who is not of the rank of APIO nor has the authority letter should appear before the court.  The next date of hearing is 28.11.07.










   Sd/-

(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated 05.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Jaspal Singh,

#13, Rana Mill,

Old Sandhu Avenue,

Chheharta, Amritsar.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Amritsar.

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 232 OF 2007

ORDER

Present:- 
Mr. Manoj Kumar is present on behalf of Complainant.



Mr. Satpal, (Sr. Asst.) is present on behalf of Respondent



Dr. Jaspal Singh has submitted a complaint dated 30.07.07 in which he has stated that the information sought by him on 29.05.07 under RTI Act, 2005 has not been provided to him. He also applied to the Circle Education Officer, Jallandhar (appellate authority for information) on 3.07.07 but still did not receive the requisite information.  Mr. Manoj Kumar has appeared on behalf of complainant with an authority letter from Dr. Jaspal Singh stating that the required information has not been made available to the complainant.  Today Mr. Satpal, Sr. Asstt. who is present on behalf  of respondent has stated that a letter had been dispatched to Dr. Jaspal Singh in which the complainant was informed that information sought by him is being obtained from the Taran-Taran Branch and reply is awaited.  This letter was not in the record of the Commission and now been produced by the respondent.   The respondent also states that they are willing to give all the information pertaining to the original application dated 29.05.07 and period of one month is granted to him.  It has also been pointed to Mr. Satpal that only written file noting should be supplied to the Complainant.  These are in point numbers 2 and 3. Which are:-

Point No. 2 :-
Records of Dr. Jaspal Singh regarding his appointment as Head Master which are available  in the O/o PIO, DEO (SE), Amritsar.

Point No. 3:-
Principal Government Sr. Secondary School, Sohal have stated in his letter No. 325 dated 27.08.05 that he has written three letters to you, i.e. letter No. 74 dated 6.10.03, 112 dated 3.02.04 and 278 dated 4.05.05 for guidance.  Provide me the copies of the letters written by you to the school in reply to these letters.  Also provide me the copies of the letters written by you while forwarding the letters written by the Principal to you to the higher authorities.  



The PIO is also directed that only the PIO or a person not below the rank of APIO level should appear the court on the next date of hearing which has been fixed on 28.11.07.










Sd/-

(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 05.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Charanjit Kaur,

W/o S. Major Singh Sandhu,

#1043, Opp. Bus Stand,
Malout Road, Muktsar.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o D.P.I,

S.C.O-95-97, Sector-17/D,

Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 236 OF 2007

ORDER

Present:- 
None is present on behalf of Complainant.



Shashi Gagg, Clerk is present on behalf of Respondent



Charanjit Kaur in her complaint submitted vide her complaint dated 26.07.07 to the State Information Commission received in this Commission on 30.07.07 states that her application dated 9.05.07 made to the PIO, O/o DPI, Secondary School, Punjab for information under RTI Act 2005 with due payment of fee has not been attended to.  She states that the stipulated period of 35 days is over but no information has been supplied by the DPI.  When the statutory period was over the appellant preferred an appeal to Secretary, Education Punjab dated 15.06.07.  On 29.06.07, the appellant received a copy of a letter, which was addressed by the Secretary Education to the DPI in which it was stated that the required information will positively be supplied to the appellant within specified time.  Inspite of appellant reminding the DPI about his liabilities under the Act to follow the instructions of Secretary Education.  On receiving no response the appellant has aksed that the information sought by him which is regarding the appointment of Mathematics Mistress through C-DAC Advertisement No. 2/October 2006 from 27.10.06 till date should be provided to him.  He has also prayed in his complaint that both the officers concerned should be summoned and punished.  Today Mr. Shashi Gagg appeared without any authority letter and has stated that they are willing to supply the information but requires the fees which has been earlier being deposited in the Treasury of Government Department.  He requests that it is difficult to withdraw this amount and if the appellant is willing to give the payment in cash then they can supply him the required information.  Therefore, if the information sought can be obtained by sorting out the matter of the fees with the respondent then the appellant should inform the Commissioner within one week.  Next date of hearing is 28.11.07. 










       Sd/-

     







         (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

         State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 05.11.2007

