STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Yograj,

Sr. Asstt., (Retired),

Gali No. 03, Khokhar Road,

Mansa.
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Mansa. 

….Respondent

CC NO. 1687 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Yograj is present in person.
Dr. Singla, APIO & Mr. Purshottam Lal (Jr. Asst.) are present on behalf of the Respondent.


Sh. Yograj submitted his Complaint dated 25.09.07 to State Information Commission received in the Commission on 27.09.07.  The Complainant has stated that he had applied to Civil Surgeon, Mansa on 27.08.07 with the requisite fees of Rs. 10/- but, till date no response is given to him.  In his complaint he has sought information regarding his medical bills dated 24.04.07 and 29.06.07 which he had submitted in Civil Surgeon’s office.  He wanted the copies of the bills submitted and also a copy of letter from D.H.S for the budget which had been allocated for his medical bills.  He had received only one letter dated 12.09.07 in which Information Officer, Civil Surgeon, Mansa replied him that he should send the request letter in the required performa.  He again applied on 17.09.07 using the format of performa.  At this stage it is also pointed out that the Act does not require to give complaint on performa but can be given on any paper.  Today, no one has appeared on behalf of the Respondent which is a serious matter and against the spirit of the Act.  Therefore, an opportunity is given to the PIO to appear personally on the next date of hearing to explain as to why no information has been given to the Complainant after the specified time of 30 days is over.  Since, reasonable opportunity is given to the public authority therefore, it is hoped that at the next date of hearing a proper application and information will be supplied otherwise, a show cause notice will be issued to the PIO for denying the information and penalty will be imposed.  The Complainant also states that he is a chronic heart patient and have problem in traveling.
On the closing of the case the Respondent has appeared and states that he has brought the information asked by Mr. Yograj regarding the bills information he has brought is not satisfactory according to the Complainant. The Respondent has promised that by tomorrow i.e. 15.11.07 the pending information sought by Mr. Yograj will be delivered to him by hand, therefore, on the next date of hearing if the Complainant is satisfied then the case will be disposed-of.  The next date of hearing is 03.12.07. 
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(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 14.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Raj Kumar Aggarwal,

# 1717/78, Gali No. 09,

Mohalla Guru Teg Bahadur,

Jagraon, Ludhiana.
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer (S), 

Ludhiana.
….Respondent

CC NO. 1672 of 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
Sh. Raj Kumar Aggarwal in person.
Sh. Madan Jeet Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.


The Complainant, Raj Kumar Aggarwal vide his complaint 19.09.07 to the State Information Commission received in the Commission on 26.09.07 states that in his original complaint dated 31.05.07 no information has been provided to him.  The information asked by the Complainant is as follows:-

1. The current status of his case which is relating to non-payment of Bills for Reimbursement.
2. Normal time framed for the disposal of the case, and 
3. The names and designations of the officers/officials who were supposed to take action on the case and have not done so. 
4. He has also asked as to what action has been taken against the officers who have not done their work in his case.  

Today, Sh. Raj Kumar Aggarwal has stated that his case has already been decided by Hon’ble Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj (CC-0573/06) which had not been mentioned in the correspondence sent to the Commission.  The Respondent also states that he has not received the original complaint dated 31.05.07 which had been sent by Registered post even though there is postal proof of the matter.  It has been directed that the matter will be decided after seeing a copy of Case No. CC-0573/06. The next date of hearing is 03.12.07









-sd-








(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 14.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

S. Darshan Singh Kang,

#421, Ward No. 1, 

Samrala (Ludhiana).

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer (S), 

Ludhiana.

….Respondent

CC NO. 1614 of 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
S. Darshan Singh  in person.

Sh. Madan Jeet Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.


The Complainant in his letter dated 11.09.07 to the State Information Commission received in the Commission on 13.09.07 has stated that in his letter dated 29.06.07 written to Zila Education Officer, Ludhiana has not been attended to.  In his original complaint he has asked about enquiry conducted against Nakul Lal who is SS Master and is now doing work of Munim in private capacity.  Today, the Respondent states that the case had already been decided (CC-230/07) on dated 22.08.07 by the Hon’ble Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj.  This has not been stated in any of the documents given in the Commission by the Complainant, Darshan Singh.  It has been pointed out to him that the same case which is earlier disposed by the Commission should not be applied for information again in another Court without giving any reference of previous decision.  After a lot of arguments, it has been stated that the decision of the earlier case pertains to the same points which has been asked in the application dated 29.06.07 in this Court, accept one point which is in the original letter of S. Darshan Singh  regarding Nakul Lal’s enquiry dated 25.09.07.  Therefore, the Respondent has agreed to give him a copy of this letter within one week’s time and on the next date of hearing i.e. 03.12.07 if the Complainant is satisfied then the case will be disposed of.
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(Mrs. Ravi Singh)








State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 14.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Rakesh Mohan Sharma,

Principal, SPN College,

Mukerian, Distt.-Hoshiarpur.
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o The Principal,

SRPAAB College, 

Pathankot.
….Respondent

CC NO. 1667 of 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
Dr. Rakesh Mohan Sharma in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent.

Dr. Rakesh Mohan Sharma has complained to the State Information Commissioner on 20.09.07 received in the Commission on 25.09.07 stating that in his original application the Complainant has asked for 13 points which covers approval letters issued by Guru Nanak Dev University, Punjab in respect of those lecturers whose names have been submitted for the purpose of inclusion under 95% Grant in aid scheme w.e.f 1981 and 1986.  He also asked for their time table, class attendance register, salaries paid, appointment letters, joining letters, relieving letters, application submitted for the purpose of interviews of these teachers mentioned above.  Newspaper advertisement concerning these posts, correspondence with Guru Nanak University, Punjab, and DPI in connection with gratuity and other arrears. Certified copies of orders concerning release of Complainant’s gratuity and other arrears.  Today, the Complainant appearing in person has given records where the DPI in letters dated 31.08.07 has directed the PIO-cum Principal SRPAAB College, Pathankot to give certified copies of the information sought.  None has appeared on behalf of the Respondent which is against the orders of the Commission and neither any information has been sent to Dr. Rakesh Mohan Sharma. After taking into account all circumstances, I am of the view that the PIO has not furnished information within the time specified and not supplied the information.  Therefore, notice is issued to the PIO to show cause through written reply as to why action should not taken against by him by imposing a penalty as per provision of Act 20/1, of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  In addition to the written reply the PIO is also hereby given the opportunity as per section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  If 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-party.  The next date of hearing is 03.12.07. 









Sd/-








(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 14.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sukhbir Singh,

S/o Sh. Shamsher Singh,

Village-Roorki,P.O-Bhadurgarh Kila,

Distt-Patiala.
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Dy. Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad, Patiala.
….Respondent

CC NO. 1668 of 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Mr. Narender Pal Singh, Sr. Asst. on behalf of the Respondent.



The Complainant in his letter dated 18.09.07 to the State Information Commission received in the Commission on 19.09.07 stated that his application dated 26.07.07 has not been attended to which have been made to the PIO, O/o Zila Parishad for information under Right to Information Act, 2005.  In his complaint the Complainant had asked for attested copies of B.Ed result of Manpreet Kaur, D/o S. Amrik Singh.  Today, the Respondent states that all information has been collected and sent to the Complainant by ordinary post which does not give any postal proof if the Complainant has received the information.  Therefore, direction is given to the Respondent that he should send these documents by Registered Post and on the receipt of this evidence if the Complainant does not appear in the next date of hearing it means that he is satisfied and the case will be disposed of.  The next date of hearing is 03.12.07.
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(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 14.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kidar Nath,

#22-B, Defence Enclave(Lohgarh)

Patiala road, Zirakpur,

The-Derabassi, Distt-Mohali
…………………………..Appellant 
Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o The Principal,

Govt. Sr. Sec. School,

Rani Majra, Tehsil-Derabassi,

District-Mohali.
              ………………….….Respondent

AC NO. 303 of 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
Mr. Kidar Nath is present in person



None has appeared on the behalf of the Respondent.

.

The Appellantt in his appeal dated 20.09.07 to the State Information Commission received in this Commission on the same date had submitted that he has been given wrong/incomplete information in his complaint dated 23.05.07.  Sh. Kidar Nath had also asked for the implementation of Punjab Pay Scale of teachers according to Teachers Act 2004.


He has asked for a copy of the action taken on his application dated 19.05.07 to withdraw the higher educational benefit from Mr. Vijay Kumar, Mr. Devinder Kumar, Mr. Devinder Nath, Mr. Madan Gopal and Mr. Mehar Chand.  He also asked for revised pay fixation orders of above teachers and action taken on his application dated 19.05.07 alongwith attested copies of the service books. In his application he has also asked for any Court Case or stay order against Punjab Act No. 1 of 2005.  Today, none has appeared on behalf of the Respondent.  A letter was issued on 20.08.07 by DEO, Secondary SAS Nagar, Mohali to Appellant regarding supply of information demanded by him under RTI Act, 2005. It is also mentioned in para-2 of this letter that “after examination of case it is found that Punjab Government Education Branch-7 in their memo No. 7/28/2005-04 Education-7 Chandigarh, dated 8.03.05 addressed to DPI Secondary Punjab which was endorsed vide Endorsement. No. 242(s)-4/149-89 Establishment dated 21.03.07 and action on Pay Scales of Teachers Ordinance-2004(Punjab Ordinance 11 of 2004) and Punjab Pay Scales Act of Teachers 2004, (Punjab Act No. 1 of 2005) was stayed till further order”.

It seems that the PIO, Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Ranimajra, Mohali has not taken serious note of the summons dated 02.11.07 for today’s hearing sent by the Commission and has not taken it fit to send either a reply or representative of the concerned office.  Therefore, the PIO is hereby directed to supply the complete information as per the application dated 23.05.07 within seven days and to file compliance report alongwith receipt as well copy of information supplied for the record of the Commission.  The next date of hearing is 05.12.07.
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(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 14.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Harmesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Ved Parkash,

# 16/A/195, Dhuri,

Distt-Sangrur.
    ...………………….Complainant 
Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o The Principal,

S.D. Sr. Sec. School,

Dhuri, District-Sangrur.
              ………………….….Respondent

CC NO. 1623 of 2007

ORDER 
Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant and the Respondent.



This being the first hearing, another opportunity is granted to the parties to present their case before the Commission and come up on 03.12.07.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
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(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 14.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Kuldeep Singh Bhullar,

Jandali Road, Ahmedgarh,

Distt.-Sangrur.

    ...………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Ahmedgarh.

              ………………….….Respondent

CC NO. 1359 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant

Mr. Nirbhay Kumar, Divisional Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent.



The Complainant in his letter dated 30.07.07, received in the Commission on 06.08.07, stated that his application written to PIO O/o Sr. XEN, Punjab State Electricity Board, Ahmedgarh has not been attended to.  In his complaint he had asked for information regarding installation of transformer near his residence and sought information regarding the estimate for the installation of this transformer.  Today, Mr. Nirbhay Kumar, Divisional Superintendent with an authority letter states that all information asked by complainant has been sent to him alongwith estimate and drawings and the Complainant is satisfied.  He has also brought a letter from the complainant that information sought in his complaint is delivered to him and he is satisfied.  Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of.
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(Mrs. Ravi Singh)








State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 14.11.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Amar Nath,

#33159, St. No. 01,

Partap Nagar, Bathinda. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Circle Education Officer, Patiala Circle,

Patiala.

….Respondent

CC NO. 1675 of 2007

ORDER 

Present:-
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Harikrishan, APIO & Mr. Sushil Kumar clerk on behalf of the Respondent.



The Complainant had submitted vide his complaint dated 20.09.07 to State Information Commission and received in the Commission on 26.09.07 that his application dated 14.08.07 has not been attended to.  A letter had been dispatched by the Circle Office, Faridkot to Circle Education Office Nabha, seeking information on 20.08.07.  In his original Complaint dated 14.08.07 the Complainant has asked for following points: 

1. Class-X Temporary affiliation 

2. Copy of Staff Statement

3. D.E.O’s Salary statement

4. Contract between management and staff, and

5. Inspection report regarding the recognition of SSD, Mangat Ram Mittal High School, Sanguana Basti, Bathinda.



Today, Sh. Harikrishan has appeared from Circle Office, Nabha with part information asked by the Complainant. On seeing the records it has been directed that in future the Circle Education Office, Faridkot will appear with

 the representatives in the Commission and give all the information which have been asked in the original complaint, since, under section 6 (3) the case has been transferred within five days.  The Respondent now states that Mangat Ram Mittal High School, Sanguana Basti, Bathinda is not aided school and has not got recognition for the Board Classes therefore, as per section 2(h) It is not a public authority.  
2 (h) 

“public authority’ means any authority or body or institution of self government established or constituted, —
(d)

by notification issued or order made by the appropriate Government, and includes any—

(i)
body owned, controlled or substantially financed; 
(ii)
non-Government Organisation substantially financed, directly or indirectly by funds provided by the appropriate Government; “


Information sought by the Complainant does not come under the act.  Therefore, the case is hereby disposed-of.
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(Mrs. Ravi Singh)








State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 14.11.2007

