STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Darshan Singh Kang,
# 421, Ward No. 1, 

Samrala.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer(S),
Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1773 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Darshan Singh Kang, Complainant in person.

Sh. Iqbal Singh, Coordinator on behalf of the respondent. 



At the last hearing dated 17.12.07 none had appeared on behalf of the complainant and the respondent.  The case has been adjourned to 14.01.08.  Today Mr. Iqbal Singh, Coordinator has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  He neither has any authority letter nor is familiar with the case.  He has submitted a letter from the PIO, DEO Office to the Commission which states that in a case of similar nature regarding enquiry report has already been handed over to the complainant. The letter further mentions that the matter has been disposed of in the Court of  Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj. 


“In his original complaint, dated 25.09.06 at the time of enquiry against Nakul Lal, S.S. Teacher. Govt. School, Bumb, Ludhiana, you were the enquiry officer at that time myself (Darshan Singh Kang), Ajmer Singh, Sh. Pritam Singh were present.  At that time I gave in writing that Nakul Lal should file an affidavit that the bills issued to commission agent shops are not in his hand writing.  That letter was written by Ajmer Singh which was signed by me before you, whereas there is no mentioned of this letter in the enquiry report.  In his complaint  Darshan Singh Kang seeks information if this letter is on record in the enquiry report”.


The complainant is not satisfied with the letter sent by the PIO through Sr. Iqbal Singh.  It is indeed a sorry state of affairs that the PIO of DEO office has gone against the spirit of the Act and shown disrespect to the proceedings of the case.  Not only the summons of the court dated 11.12.07 were ignored but summons send on 28.12.07 have also not been honoured.  Therefore the PIO is personally directed to appear in the Court to explain his disrespect in the matter.  It is also directed that the original application of Case No. CC-2307 should also be produced in the Court at the next date of hearing.  If the PIO still chooses to disregard to the directions of the Court then strict action will be taken and show cause notice will be issued to him.  The next date of hearing is 6.02.2008 at 2:00 pm. 








    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Azad Singh Brar,
Math Master, Govt. High School, 

Jhoke Harihar, Ferozepur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer (SE),
Ferozepur.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1486 of 2007

ORDER 

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

Dr. Harbans Singh Chehal, DEO, PIO and Gautam Gaur.


In the earlier hearing Mr. Azad Singh Brar was not satisfied with the information regarding the meeting held on 20.06.07 in which Panchayat was present in the DEO office.  Information sought is regarding the proceedings of the meeting held on 20.06.07.  Today after lot of arguments it has been decided that Mr. Azad Singh Brar has been provided the information of the meeting.



The complainant states that seven months have passed and the respondent should be penalized as per section 20(1) for not providing the information within the stipulated period of 30 days. The respondent argues that on the original application dated 25.05.07 a reply was sent from the department, DEO office on 20.06.07.  The letter was sent by ordinary post which does not provide any postal proof and the complainant denies receiving any such a letter.  None of the documents for which the respondent is reading in his defense are available in the Commission, Therefore the respondent is directed to submit photocopies of the file noting and the dispatch register of the office of 6.2.08 till then the order is reserved.   







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Ms. Jasbir Kaur,
# 3439, MIG, Phase-II,

Urban Estate, Punjab

Ludhiana.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

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

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1632 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Ms. Jasbir Kaur, Complainant in person  

Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, OSD/PIO and & Sh. Satpal Dhiman.


In the earlier order dated 3.12.07 a show cause notice was issued to the PIO as to why information has not been received as per the original application dated 11.07.07.  Today Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, OSD/PIO, DPI office (SE), Punjab is present.  He states that on 8.01.08 the complainant Jasbir Kaur was called to the DPI’s office in Chandigarh.  On 9.01.08 the information relating to 16 pages along with a covering letter was handed over to her and she has acknowledged the receipt of the documents.  Today the complainant states that as per her original application none of the information sought by her has been provided.  After a lot of arguments in the Court it has been established that there is no record of the enquiry report conducted in case of Jasbir Kaur.  The report is a major factor in the information sought by the complainant. The respondent claims that the DEO (SE) who has the report is not cooperated and refuses to provide any information.               Mr. Iqbal Singh present on behalf of the DEO in the court has no knowledge of the case.  Therefore at the next date of hearing the DEO is directed to bring the enquiry report along with record asked by the complainant in the letter dated 11.07.07 to the Court so that this matter which has been carried on for the last six months should be resolved.  The next date of hearing is 4.02.08 at 2:00 pm.







    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Paramjit Kaur, 
S.S. Mistress,

Government Sr. Sec. School,

Thales, Sangrur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh.  
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1724 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Jaspal Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order dated 19.12.07, it has been mentioned that Jaspal Singh, Sr. Asstt. does not have proper designation to appear in the court and has also expressed ignorance of the RTI Act 2005 therefore it is not a proper compliance of Commission’s notice.  He was not aware whether the school mentioned about in the said complaint is substantially financed by the state. During the hearing the respondent was made aware of the provision of Section 2(h).  It was also mentioned in the order that at the next date of hearing compliance is to be made by either the PIO or the APIO and not the clerical staff.  Today Darshan Singh, PIO is present and given a letter in the Commission stating that the school Arya Adarsh Secondary School Nandgarh, Bathinda is not substantially funded, therefore it does not come under the provision of the Act as per section 2(h)(i) & (ii).;

2(h)
“public authority means any authority or body or institution of self-government established or constituted:-

(i) Body owned, controlled or substantially financed.

(ii) Non-government organization substantially financed, directly or indirectly by funds provided by the appropriate government.”



It is pointed out at this stage that in future if the PIO of DPI should follow the directions of the Court and his attitude is against the spirit of the RTI Act 2005.  


The case is hereby dismissed.      







    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.01.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh.Gurdip Singh,

Vill Chamon,

P.O. Adampur – A/D

Distt. Jalandhar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Office,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jallandhar

2.
Public Information Officer,


BDPO, Adampur Block,


Distt. Jallandhar 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1740 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Mr. Madan Lal, BDPO/APIO is present on behalf of the Respondent. 

. 



In the earlier order dated 5.12.07 Sh. Satish Kumar, Panchayat Officer on behalf of the BDPO Vill. Chamon, P.O. Adampur, Distt. Jallandhar was present.  He was not familiar with the case and could not explain about any of the information sought by the complainant.  The PIO in that order was directed to supply the information as per the application dated 21.08.07 within 15 days, otherwise a show cause notice will be issued.  Today Sh. Madan Lal, BDPO/APIO is present and states that information has been dispatched to the Commission on 28.12.07 received in the office on 1.01.08.  The documents are pertaining to six pages and cover all the points asked in the original application dated 21.08.07 regarding village Chamon.  It covers the construction of ramp near the shops and explains the clearing of public litter on the road.  All the points have been examined and found satisfactory.  These documents have also been sent by registered post to the complainant and since the complainant is not present, therefore it seems that he is satisfied with the information supplied.  Therefore the case is hereby disposed of.  









Sd/-
    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Varinder Kumar,
S.S. Master, Govt. High School,

Tihara, Distt. Ludhiana.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o The Head Master,
Govt. High School, Tihara,

Distt. Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1808 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 


Sh. Ram Saran Gupta, PIO on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh. Varinder Kumar submitted vide his application dated 8.10.07 received in the Commission on 15.10.07 that his application dated 27.09.07 along with requisite fee has not been attended to.  In his complaint he also states that the head of the institution refused to accept his complaint along with the Indian Postal Order of Rs. 20/- dated 29.09.07.  The respondent submits that he has brought the information sought by the complainant. The complainant in his original complaint dated 27.09.07 has asked for details of the order book and the name of the peon who had complained against him to the Head Master of the School Sh. Ram Saran Gupta.  Sh. Ram Saran Gupta has submitted three pages documentation in the court and has assured that he will be dispatching this information to the complainant by registered post. The complainant in his letter dated 8.01.08 received in the Commission on 10.01.08 requests for another date of hearing since he is busy in a court case elsewhere. Therefore seeing the merits of the case another date of hearing is granted where both the parties should be present.  


The next date of hearing is fixed for 30.01.08.










Sd/-
    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Darshan Singh Kang,
# 421, W. No. 1, Samrala,

Distt. Ludhiana.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o The Head Master,
Gvot. High School, Nagra,

Teh. Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1817 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Darshan Singh Kang, Complainant in person.


Sh. Balbir Singh, DPE, APIO & Kulbhushan Kumar on behalf of the Respondent. 


The complainant Darshan Singh Kang submitted vide his complaint dated 8.10.07 received in the Commission on 16.10.07 that his original application dated 29.08.07 has not been attended to.  


In his original application he has sought information regarding  Gurvinder Singh transfer certificate dated 29.01.1997.  According to his application this is a false certificate and he wants the record of this certificate from the school.  He has been informed that third party information according to section 11(1) is not to be disclosed.  But the respondent Balbir Singh has no knowledge of the act, therefore cannot response about this section of the Act.  Therefore it has been directed to him that at the next date of hearing the PIO should be present and should be conversant with the act to argue the case about dismissal of third party information.  The next date of hearing is 6.02.08 at 2:00 pm.  










Sd/-
    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Pawan Kumar Sood,
# B-XVII/108, Mohalla Banian,

P.O. Kapurthala, Distt. Kapurthala. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Opp. Teh. Kapurthala. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1809 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Pawan Kumar Sood, Complainant in person. 


None on behalf of the Respondent. 


The complainant filed his complaint dated 8.10.07 received in the Commission on 15.10.07 in which he states that his original complaint dated 31.08.07 has not been attended to  Today none has appeared on behalf of the respondent which is disrespect to the summons of the Commission sent on 31.12.07.  The complainant in his original application has asked for statement of witnesses, file noting, enquiry report and various letters in the enquiry conducted on complaint by Mrs. Suman, Science Teacher.  He has received a registered letter dated 8.10.07 which was received by Pawan Kumar Sood on 11.10.07.  In this letter certain photocopies of the point he has asked have been submitted, but are incomplete.  He has submitted that he has written a letter to the PIO, DEO Kapurthala where he states that he has not received the copies of the witnesses, copy of file noting, and competent authority copy which have been conducted/mentioned in the enquiry report.  This letter was dated 16.10.07. A copy had been sent to the Commission which was not received so Mr. Sood has personally handed over the copy. He received a letter dated 6.01.07 written by             Sh. Onkar Singh, Distt. Science Professor which states that Mrs. Suman, Science Teacher and Pawan Kumar Sood have been telephonically called to the office and enquiry was conducted. The complainant denies that any such telephone had been made to him and he had not gone there for the enquiry.  Mr. Sood also claims that he has in his possession some other letter where the enquiry has been conducted.  At this stage it is difficult to proceed with the case because there is no one present from the respondent and no information has been sent to the Commission from the respondent.  This is a serious violation on the part of the respondent which has been mentioned and also against the spirit of the Act. The PIO is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing.  In case the directions of the Commission are not followed then serious action will be taken against him.  The next date of hearing is 6.02.07 at 2:00 pm.   









Sd/-
    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Surinder Mohan Gupta,

B-18/132, Puria Mohala,

Sheikhon Gali, Batala.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer (S)

Jallandhar

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1744 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant or Respondent. 



None had appeared on 17.12.07 even though the summons for hearing had been dispatched from the Commission on 11.12.07. It has been observed that the summons and the orders from the office of the Commission are being addressed to PIO O/o Data Entry Operator (S), Jallandhar. The case No. CC-1744/2007 is Surinder Mohan Gupta V/s District Education Officer, Jallandhar. Therefore, keeping this in view the error committed by the office another opportunity is granted to the respondent to appear at the next date of hearing.  

The next date of hearing is 4.02.08 at 2:00 pm.  










Sd/-
    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sohan Lal, (President),

Prabandh Samiti Arya Kanya Vidyalya,

Kharar, Distt. Mohali.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer,

 S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1554 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant or Respondent. 



In the earlier order the hearing had been adjourned because the complainant had asked for one month adjournment.  It was also mentioned in that order that at the next date of hearing the PIO should personally appear with the written explanation why the directions have not been followed sent by the Commission.  The response of the respondent regarding the hearing is inexcusable and irresponsible.



Therefore the Commission hereby issues notice to the PIO to show cause to submit a written reply as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- each day till the information is furnished.  However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25,000/- as per the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take not e that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the 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 6.02.08 at 2:00 pm.  










Sd/-
    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Azad Singh Brar,

# 82, Urban Estate,
Phase-III, Patiala.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Ferozepur.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1486 of 2007

ORDER 

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


Dr. Harbans Singh Chehal, DEO, PIO and Gautam Gaur.



This complaint was last heard on 12.12.07.  The complainant stated that the respondent has deliberately not supplied the information to point No. 3 & 5 and also delayed the information on point No. 1,2 & 4.  On his request a show cause notice for imposition of penalty was issued to the respondent.  Today, although the respondent is present but he has not submitted any reply or justification not to impose penalty on him for causing delay in supply of information.  The complainant sought information from the respondent on 25.05.07.  In the proceedings held on 26.11.07, it was admitted by Sh. Ranjit Singh, APIO that information on point No. 3 & 5 is yet to be delivered which is to be extracted from the record sent to DPI.  The respondent was directed on 26.11.07 to get this information from the record and deliver to the complainant within 10 days. Inspite of directions by the Commission the respondent has failed to deliver the information to the complainant even after expiry of considerable period.  Besides this, no logical explanation against the notice for imposition of penalty has been submitted before the Commission.  The information on these points is yet to be delivered.  I don’t find any justification for prolonging the delivery of information for such a long period and the PIO has caused deliberate delay in supply of information and did not care to defend himself in these circumstances.  I impose a penalty of Rs. 10,000/- on Dr. Harbans Singh, DEO, PIO which should be recovered from his salary.



A copy of this order may be sent to Secretary Education (Sec.), Punjab, Chandigarh to ensure compliance.  These orders were kept reserved on 14.01.08, now these are reduced in writing and should be communicated to both the parties by registered post.  The case to come up for confirmation of compliance on 13.02.08 at 2:00 pm.  







    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.01.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Virinder Singh, I-A,

Circular Road, Opp. Govt. 

Medical College, Amritsar.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o The Principal, 

Govt.  Medical College, Amritsar.

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 337 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Dr. Virinder Singh, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent.



Notice of hearing of this complaint was issued on 31.12.07 to both the parties.  Only the complainant attended the Commission on 14.01.08. He stated that his similar complaint No. CC-1293/2007 has been disposed of on 3.01.08 by the bench headed by Lt. Gen (Retd.) P.K. Grover, State Information Commissioner, Punjab.  He further stated that the present appeal case is identical to his previous complaint CC-1293/2007 as such he does not want to pursue the present appeal case.  In view of this the case is dismissed. 







    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.01.2008

