STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

# 3911, Ward No. 12,

Humayunpur, Sirhind.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Dy. Education Officer (SS),

Fatehgarh Sahib.

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 261 OF 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
None on behalf of Appellant.

Suchinder Singh, Legal Asstt. (APIO) & Rajesh, Jr. Asstt. are present on behalf of Respondent



The appellant Jaswant Singh vide his letter dated 30.07.07 had stated that he had written to the DEO, (S.S), Fatehgarh Sahib on 30.06.07 with a requisite fee of Rs. 10/- but had received no reply.  He had made first appeal to the Principal Secretary-cum-Chief PIO, Education Department, Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh on 5.07.07 seeking information on his original letter dated 30.06.07.  In a reminder to the Commission dated 21.08.07, he has again requested that no response has been received from DEO office or the first appellate authority i.e. the Principal Secretary, Education Deptt., Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh.  He has also stated that in his complaint dated 21.08.07 the respondents had flatly refused to abide by the directions given by this Hon’ble Commission vide its order dated 22.01.2007 in CC No. 93 of 2006.   


Today Mr. Suchinder Singh, Legal Assistant states that APIO is on leave therefore he is representing him though he does not possess any authority letter.  He also does not have any of the relevant papers which have been submitted to the Commission by the Appellant.  Only a letter sent alongwith the date of hearing dated 21.08.07 is in his possession.  It has been pointed out to him that point No. 1 quoted above regarding order No. 93 of 2006 has no relevant connection to the case and has been only quoted since it mentions the general spirit of object of Sub Section 3 of Section 6.  In his original letter dated 30.06.07 the appellant has asked from the DPI about the cancellation of powers of Shri Dharam Singh, Correspondent of B.Z.F.S. Khalsa High School, Sirhind, Mansa.  The respondent also states after reading the original letter dated 30.06.07 that all the information has already been supplied to the appellant but none of these papers are in his possession therefore it has been directed to him that he should complete all the correspondence and answer the required information asked in the original application within one week.  The information sought should be sent to the Commission and to the Appellant by registered post.  If at the next date of hearing acceptance of appellant is produced in the Commission and the appellant does not appear then the case will be disposed of.  The next date of hearing is 3.12.07.











Sd/-
            (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







         State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 12.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Vasudev Garg,

# Mitwa Street, Water Works Road,

 Mansa.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, 

Sector 34, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1425 OF 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
None on behalf of Complainant.


Narinder Mohan , Supdt. (APIO) and Daljit Singh, Sr. Asstt. are present on behalf of Respondent



Vasdev Garg had submitted his application dated 11.08.07 to the State Information Commission received in the Commission on 16.08.07 in which he has stated that in his original application dated 25.06.07 applied to Jr. Asstt. Civil Hospital, Mansa information has not been received.  Today Mr. Narinder Mohan, Supdt. RTI Branch and Daljit Singh, Sr. Asstt. have appeared on behalf of respondent and have stated that all the information sought by the complainant vide his original complaint dated 25.06.07 dealing with the appointment and promotion of Sr. Asstt. issued after 7.10.03 have been supplied to him vide No. 1004 dated 22.08.07.  The information sent has been delivered by hand and covered 73 pages.  The respondent has also brought the receipt and since the complainant has not appeared today, it seems that he is satisfied with the information, therefore, the case has been disposed of.  
                       Sd/-
           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







         State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 12.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Amar Singh,

S/o Sh.   Narainjan Singh

Vill. & P.O. Khera,

Distt. Ludhiana

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o S.M.O.

Ahmedgarh, Distt. Sangrur.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1466 OF 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
None on behalf of Complainant.


Dr. Rajesh Garg, M.O. and Pardeep Sood, Chief Pharmaceutical are present on behalf of Respondent.  


Sh. Amar Singh has submitted vide his application dated 9.08.07 to the State Information Commission received in the Commission on 20.08.07 i.e. application dated 11.12.06 made to the PIO, O/o SMO, Punjab Health System Corporation, Ahmedgarh seeking information under the RTI Act-2005 with due payment of Rs. 10/- has not been attended to.  In his complaint he also stated that he approached the appellate authority i.e. C.M.O. Sangrur vide his application dated 16.11.07 and met CMO twice with no response.  In his original complaint dated 11.12.06, he has sought information on the eye lenses supplied by the Govt. to the hospitals, Community Health Center, Ahmedgarh.  He has asked for copies of records to whom these Eye lenses have been issued and at what cost.  Today Dr. Rajesh Garg, M.O. with an authority letter from Sr. M.O. states that all the information sought by the complainant Amar Singh has been supplied to him by hand and it has been received by Amar Singh personally.  Since Mr. Amar Singh has not appeared today, it is assumed that he is satisfied with the information sought for which includes names of all the people to whom lenses are implanted free of cost, therefore, the case is hereby disposed of.    

      
Sd/-
           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)



   



         State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh 

Dated 12.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jarnail Singh,

# 19070. Gali No. 13,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Bathinda.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (E.E.)

Bathinda .

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1430 OF 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
None on behalf of Complainant.


Swarandeep Kaur, Dy. DEO (APIO) and Santosh Kumari, Dealing Asstt. on behalf of Respondent.



The complainant vide his complaint dated 14.08.07 received in the Commission on 17.08.07 had demanded i.e. application dated 18.05.06 has not been attended to.  In his complaint in the original application he asked for detailed record of the affiliation sought for his school Mata Gangaji Ram Public School, Gobindpura.  Today, Swarandeep  Kaur, Dy. DEO (APIO) and Santosh Kumari, Dealing Asstt. have stated that the school has been closed and on grounds of inefficient material and land recognition for school has earlier been refused. It has also been pointed out that neither school is aided nor it is recognized by Punjab School Education Board, Punjab therefore as per provision of the Act Section 2, Sub Section 8, does not come under the category of RTI Act-2005, therefore, the case is hereby disposed of. 
      
     Sd/-
           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







         State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh 

Dated 12.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Lachman Singh,

S/o Sh. Shamsher Singh

Vill. Chatha Nanhera, 

Teh. Sunam, Distt. Sangrur, 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (Secondary.)

Sangrur.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1467 OF 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
Lachman Singh, Complainant in person.


Ajaib Singh, Dealing Asstt. on behalf of Respondent.  


The Complainant Lachman Singh submitted vide his complaint dated 13.08.07 received in the Commission on 20.08.07 i.e. application dated 14.06.07 made to the PIO O/o D.E.O., Sangrur for information under the RTI Act-2005 with due payment of fee Rs. 10/- has not been attended to.  The complainant received a letter dated 16.07.07 in which it was stated as to what are the dates covered regarding the information sought by the Complaint.  The complainant Lachman Singh replied on 26.07.07 stating that he wants information from 1st January 1992 till date.  The information sought by him relates to Kita Mukhi Scheme and the complainant wants to enquire that the vocational courses run under the scheme covers which parts of Sangrur Distt..  He also wants to enquire about the material purchased for these vocational courses in various organizations where Kita Mukhi scheme is running.  Today Ajaib Singh, Jr. Asstt. has appeared on behalf of the respondent without an authority letter and states that the APIO is busy with other work.  He has stated that information has already been supplied to all points to Lachman Singh vide letter dated 28.08.07.  The complainant states that all queries have been answered in this letter except the material purchased in various vocational schools run under Kita Mukhi Scheme.  The respondent mentioned that this information can only be sought from DPI (S) office Chandigarh.  It has been pointed out to the Respondent for sub section 3 of Section 6, it is the duty of PIO Education Officer to supply the information sought in the Original Application dated 14.06.07.  Respondent also seeks one month period to supply the requisite information.  After taking into account all the circumstances it is of the view that PIO has without any reasonable cause not furnished information within the time specified by the Act.  It is also mentioned here that the person representing the PIO is not of the rank of APIO nor carrying authority letter, therefore the Commission issues the notice to the PIO to submit a written reply and affidavit as to why action should not be taken against him, if reasonable explanation is not forthcoming.  The complainant also wishes to be compensated for the delay in supplying the information.  The PIO should personally appear at the next date of hearing with the affidavit otherwise a show cause notice will be issued.  The next date of hearing is 19.12.07. 

                       Sd/-
           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







         State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh. 

Dated 12.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. S.K. Sood,

A-28, National Apartments ,

Sector 3, Plot No. 4, Dwarka,
New Delhi.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Principal,
SL Bawa D.A.V. College for Boys,

Batala.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1455 OF 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
Dr. S.K. Sood, Complainant in person 

None on behalf of Respondent. 


The Complainant vide his complaint dated 14.08.07 to the State Information Commission received in the Commission on 20.08.07 has stated that application dated 11.05.07 has not been attended to.  He has stated that more than four months have long been elapsed and no correspondence has been sent till date. In his original application he has stated that DAV College, Batala is receiving 95% grant from the Punjab Government has not given information to him on the following points:-

1. How much grant has been received by the college for the payment of additionality arrears till date and which period covered this grant. 

2. Basic pay on 01.01.1996 as per rules and the amount additionality arrears which are due towards the college.  
3. Dearness Allowance and which period of which basic pay is paid to him till date.   

4. Any interest to be paid to him on the arrears of additionality. 

5. (i)
P.F. Statement 

   (ii)
Details year-wise of P.F. deducted/paid to the complainant on the arrears.

(iii) Actual date of which the P.F. was deducted and deposited in the complainant’s account.

(iv) Month-wise details of contribution with effect from 1.01.1996 by the college towards complainant’s EPF accounts.   



Five months have elapsed since information was sought by Dr. S.K. Sood and it is noted that neither has information been provided to date but none has appeared today on behalf of respondent, therefore, the Commission issues notice to the PIO to show cause through a written reply as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing penalty as per the provision of Section 20(1) of RTI Act-2005.  In addition to the written reply the PIO is hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for personal hearing before imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that  in case he does not  file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte.  The next date of hearing is 28.11.07.    

      
   Sd/-
           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







         State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 12.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Mr. Avtar Singh Wadhawan,

# 415/9, Mohalla Punj Piplan,

Bahadurpur, Hoshiarpur.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director Planning-III

P.S.E.B., Patiala..

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1351 OF 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
None on behalf of Complainant.


Rajinder Singh, Law Officer, APIO on behalf of Respondent



The complainant Avtar Singh Wadhawan submitted vide his application dated 27.07.07 to the State Information Commission received in the Commission on 6.08.07 i.e. application dated 21.05.07 to the State Public Information Officer C/o P.S.E.B. Patiala has not been attended to.  In his complaint he has stated that vide letter dated 2.07.07 he was informed that as soon as the information is collected the same will be supplied to him but more than two months are passed, the information is still awaited.  He has also reminded the PIO Patiala vide letter No. 17/2007 dated 27.07.07 to supply the information at an early date. Today Rajinder Singh, Law officer-cum-APIO stated that the information has been supplied to the following points:-

1. Certified copies of the order of Government Punjab and Board vide which the free electricity is supplied to the farmers in the villages. 
2. Certified copies of letter of government Punjab & Board in which free electricity is supplied to the members of scheduled caste and tribes and also copies of list of such scheduled castes. 

3. Copy of letter in which dispute settlements committees are formed at SDO level and above and their duties and the names of the appellate authority.
4. Regarding appointment of State Public Information Officers, the reply be sent is that this information is available on the Punjab Government Website. 

5. Regarding point numbers 5,6 and 7 the list of the officers of the board from chairman to SDO level, copies of orders showing executive and financial powers of each officer, copies of the ruling vide which electric connection is given etc. all these three points are available in the books in the office of PSEB Head Office. 

6. Information regarding point No. 8 has already been supplied. 



Mr. Rajinder Singh states that the information was sent by the ordinary post, which has no proof of receiving the information.  Therefore, it has been directed to him that the information should be sent by Registered Post Acknowledgement and intimation of this should be intimated to the Commission within 15 days.  If on the next date of hearing the complainant does not appear before the court, then it will be assumed that he is satisfied with the reply and the case will be disposed of.  The next date of hearing is 28.11.07.   

      
Sd/-
              (Mrs. Ravi Singh)



 



         State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh 

Dated 12.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Bal Krishan Singal,

S/o Late Dr. Hukam Chand,

B-I 363, Guru Nanak Pura,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o The Chairman,

Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Patiala.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1432 OF 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
None on behalf of Complainant & Respondent.



The Complainant Mr. Bal Krishan Singal vide his complaint dated 14.08.07 to the State Information Commission received in the Commission on 17.08.07 in which he has stated that in his original application dated 17.11.2006 made to the Chairman, P.S.E.B., Patiala for information has not been attended to.  Today it seems that the letter sent by the Commission on dated 2.11.07 has not been received by them. Since Respondent was present in another case and also not received the letter, therefore, the case is adjourned for the next date of hearing i.e. 28.11.07.  

Sd/-
            (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







         State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh 

Dated 12.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

The President,

Consumer & Human Rights Forum (Regd.),

Civil Lines, Fazilka.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o The Secretary,

Punjab State Electricity Board, 

The Mall, Patiala.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1427 OF 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
None on behalf of Complainant & Respondent.



The Complainant President, Consumer & Human Rights Forum vide his complaint dated 07.08.07 to the State Information Commission received in the Commission on 17.08.07 in which he has stated that in his original application dated 25.04.2007 written to the Secretary, P.S.E.B., Patiala for information has not been attended to.  Today it seems that the letter sent by the Commission on dated 2.11.07 has not been received by them. Since Respondent was present in another case and also not received the letter, therefore, the case is adjourned for the next date of hearing i.e. 28.11.07.  


Sd/-
            (Mrs. Ravi Singh)








         State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh 

Dated 12.11.2007

