STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Ram Gopal,

S/o Sh. Brij Lal,

St. No. 7-B, # 162,

Ram Basti, Sangrur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o B.P.E.O.,

Budhlada-II at Bareta,

Distt. Mansa (Punjab).

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1714 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Ram Gopal, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent. 



Ram Gopal filed his complaint dated 22.09.07 received in the Commission on 3.10.07 stating that his application dated 10.08.07in a prescribed form along with the requisite fee of Rs. 50/- has not been attended to.  


After a month had passed the PIO/respondent returned his original application dated 10.08.07 alongwith IPO of Rs. 50/- and a self address envelop with an inquiry as to for what purpose the same has been submitted to the PIO. Also asked him to submit a copy of the rules of the RTI Act-2005.  The information sought by the complainant relates to his service book record from 16.09.1997 to 17.12.1998 as a JBT Teacher in govt. primary school, Akabarpur Khudal, Teh. Budhlada, Distt. Mansa.  This being the first hearing another date of hearing is given by the Commission, so that, the PIO can be present at the next date of hearing to provide the information sought by the complainant.  As regards information on the rules of the Act are concerned, it is observed that U/s 4(1)(b)(i to iv) as stated below:-

“Section 4 (1)(b) : Obligations of public authorities : Every public authority shall publish within one hundred and twenty days from the enactment of this act-
(i) the particulars of its organization, functions and duties;

(ii) the powers and duties of its officers and employees;

(iii) the procedure followed in the decision making process, including channels of supervision and accountability;

(iv) the norms set by it for the discharge of its functions;

(v) the rules, regulations, instructions, manuals and records, held by it or under its control or used by its employees for discharging its functions;”


Under the above said section State Government has published notification to the concerned departments for the enactment of the Act. Therefore the PIO is directed to check the rules from the State Government notification and appear at the next date of hearing with all the information sought by the complainant in the original complaint dated 9.08.07.  The next date of hearing is 16.01.2008 at 2:00 pm.









Sd/-
    






           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 17.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Malkiat Singh, (Lecturer), 

Govt. Girls, Sr. Sec. School,

Ropar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o The Principal,

Govt. Girls, Sr. Sec. School,

Ropar. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1527 of 2007

ORDER 

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


Sh. Kamal Dev, Principal/PIO, Govt. Girls, Sr. Sec. School, Ropar in person



On the last date of hearing dated 26.11.07 none were present on behalf of complainant and respondent.  Today Malkiat Singh is present along with Kamal Dev officiating Principal/PIO, G.G.S.S., School, Ropar.  They have both submitted in the court that at the last hearing none had received the notice sent by the Commission. Therefore, it has been directed that it should be verified why the notices are not reaching in time.  In the last order information sought had been written in five points. Today the complainant adds that his information also relates to the enquiry conducted by the Principal not only regarding mis-behaviour of Gurdip Singh but also names of the employees from whom the inquiry was conducted. 



The respondent is willing to give the answers to all the points mentioned above.  It is also pointed out that almost similar case was disposed of in the Hon’ble Court of State Information Commissioner Lt. Gen (Retd.) P.K. Grover, and State Information Commissioner, S. Surinder Singh.  Therefore, at the next date of hearing not only the information sought will be provided to the complainant but it is directed to bring the case number and date of the previous case.  Under normal circumstances the case would have been dismissed since the two cases appear to be of similar nature. But the complainant insists that his original complaint in the previous case was different.  Therefore to verify the above statement, the case is adjourned for 16.01.2008 at 2:00 pm.    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 17.12.2007

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 Director Public Instructions (S),

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1352 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None of behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, OSD/PIO and Rajnish Sharma, Sr. Asstt. are present.


In the last order dated 28.11.07 Shashi Gagg, Clerk had appeared on behalf of the respondent and explained that all the information sought by Ms. Rachana Devi was presented in the Court.  It was directed that the information should be sent by registered post to the complainant.  It was also noted that earlier show cause notice had been given to the PIO not only for the delay of information but directions were given that PIO should appear in person and explain as to why the respondent who is not of the rank of APIO should appear before the Court.  Today on the date of hearing the PIO Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, PIO/OSD, Planning and Works is present along with Rajnish Sharma, Sr. Asstt.. They have stated that as per directions of the court the information sought by Rachana Devi regarding freedom fighter quota in the appointment of Head Master/Mistress has been duly sent by registered post.  As regards the directions of the court regarding appearance of the PIO or APIO before the Commission is concerned, he has explained and apologized that the APIO had been directed in earlier order but had not complied with the directions.  But he has also promised in future only either PIO or APIO or a designated officer will be presented in the Commission.  Therefore taking a lenient view, the case is hereby disposed of. 







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 17.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Parkash Singh,

VPO, Reaond Kalan,

Distt. Mansa.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director Public Instructions (S),

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1350 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None of behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Ram Singh, Supdt. APIO, is present on behalf of Respondent. 


In the last order Mr. Ram Singh, APIO was present on behalf of the respondent had been directed to obtain all the required information from the concerned authority within one month. Today on the date of hearing all the information pertaining to six pages with a covering letter has been brought to the Court.  It has been verified that information on both the points have been provided to the complainant.  The copy of the registered letter is also attached for record.  Since the complainant Sh. Parkash Singh has not appeared today therefore, it seems that he has received all the necessary information, therefore, the case is hereby disposed of.







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 17.12.2007

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 The Principal,

S.L. Bawa D.A.V. College for Boys,

Batala.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1455 of 2007

ORDER 

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


Dr. S.K. Arora, Principal/PIO, Respondent  in person.



The complainant had applied to the PIO, Principal, S.L. Bawa DAV College for Boys, Batala on 11.05.07.  His complaint to the State Information Commission had been received on 20.02.07.  In the orders dated 12.11.07 it had been stated that in the original application to DAV College, Batala (receiving 95% aid grant from Punjab Government) the complainant had not been given information on 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.   



On 12.11.07 none had appeared on behalf of the respondent.  It was revealed the court that the notice from Dy. Registrar dated 2nd November 2007 had gone to the wrong address (Patiala had been written instead of Batala).  On 28.11.07 Mr. Sunil Joshi, Jr. Asstt. had appeared on behalf of the respondent.  The respondent had stated that the office of PIO, S.L.  Bawa, DAV College, Batala had still not received the original application of Dr. S.K. Sood sent on 11.05.07.  today Dr. S.K. Sood Complainant and Dr. S.K. Arora, APIO/Principal S.L.  Bawa, DAV College, Batala have appeared in the court.  Dr. S.K. Sood in his arguments had stated that there is no reason why the college had been received his original application, since he has already shown the proof of registered letter sent.  He also states that in his complaint to the Commission dated 14.08.07 he had also stated that penalty as per the provision of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act-20058 should be levied on the PIO and also he should be compensated as far as possible.  


Dr. S.K. Arora, respondent states that he had sent registered copy of the information sought by the complainant dated 14.12.07 and it is obvious that it has not been received either in the Commission or by the complainant within this short period of time. The copies presented to Dr. S.K. Sood by the PIO and time has been given to him to study his case. All the information has been given to the complainant to his satisfaction.  He insists that he is willing to forgo to penalty clause as mentioned in the earlier orders.  Compensation should be rewarded to him since he has visited the Commission’s office in Chandigarh couple of time, which is a detrimental loss he has suffered.  Therefore he should be compensated u/s 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act-2005.  The respondent is therefore, directed to compensate to him for Rs. 3000/- under the directions of the court.  PIO has promised to send a copy of the draft of the compensation to the Commission.  The case is thereby disposed of.  







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 17.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Surinder Mohan Gupta,

B-18/132,  Puria Mohalla,

Sheikhon Gali, Batala.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Date Entry Operator (S),

Jallandhar. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1744 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None for the complainant.


None for the respondent  
* * * *


The above cited complaint was fixed for hearing on 17.12.2007 at 2:00 pm. As none has appeared on behalf of both the parties, the case is adjourned to 14.01.08 at 2:00 pm in the interest of justice.  Copies of the orders be sent to the parties. 







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 17.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Darshan Singh Kang,

# 421, Ward No. 01,

Samrala.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer(S),

Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1773 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None for both the parties. 



The above cited complaint was fixed for hearing on 17.12.2007 at 2:00 pm. As none has appeared from both the parties, the case is adjourned to 14.01.08 at 2:00 pm in the interest of justice.  Copies of the orders be sent to the parties. 







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 17.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Neelam Kumari Sood,

W/o Sukhdev Kumar Sood,

Mohalla Krishan Nagar,

Nakodar, Distt. Jallandhar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jallandhar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1762 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None for both the parties. 



The above cited complaint was fixed for hearing on 17.12.2007 at 2:00 pm. As none has appeared from both the parties, the case is adjourned to 21.01.08 at 2:00 pm in the interest of justice.  Copies of the orders be sent to the parties. 







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 17.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kewal Krishan,

Sh. Shiv Ram,

Dalit Saina Vill. Rampura Branch,

Nat Gwarch, Vill. Rampura,

Teh. Phul, Distt. Bathinda.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1768 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None for both the parties. 



The above cited complaint was fixed for hearing on 17.12.2007 at 2:00 pm. As none has appeared from both the parties, the case is adjourned to 21.01.08 at 2:00 pm in the interest of justice.  Copies of the orders be sent to the parties. 







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 17.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Rajwant Singh,

433/7, Civil Lines,

Opp. DIG BSF Residence,

Gurdaspur.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Circle Education Officer,

Ladowali Raod, Jallandhar.

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 316 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None for both the parties. 



The above cited complaint was fixed for hearing on 17.12.2007 at 2:00 pm. As none has appeared from both the parties, the case is adjourned to 21.01.08 at 2:00 pm in the interest of justice.  Copies of the orders be sent to the parties.  

  








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 17.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kamal Anand,

C/o People for Transparency,

Tel. Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber, Sangrur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer, 

(Elementary/Primary),

Magazine Mohalla, Sangrur

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1702 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None for both the parties. 



The above cited complaint was fixed for hearing on 17.12.2007 at 2:00 pm.  A notice of hearing was issued vide Commission memo No. PSIC/Not/CC-8584-8585 dated 11.12.07.  None has appeared on behalf of both the parties.  The office has also pointed out that similar copy of complaint No. CC-1703 of 2007 was filed by the complainant which was heard on 12.12.07 and adjourned for 28.01.2008.  It being an identical complaint both these complaints are clubbed together which would be heard on 28.01.2008 at 2:00 pm.  







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 17.12.2007

