STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Pritam Kaur

House No. 57-B,

Partap Nagar,

Patiala 
       …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Language (Pb.),

Patiala

……………………………..Respondent

AC No.1 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Bhagat Singh Husband of Smt. Pritam Kaur, Appellant


(ii) Sh. Satnam Singh, Research Assistant on behalf of the 



     Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Vide application dated 28.07.07 the Appellant demanded information from the Respondent on four points. According to her, out of these four points, information on the first three points has been delivered. The representative of the Appellant submits that Respondent has not supplied the information against point no. 4 and is withholding the same deliberately and with mala fide intention of suppressing the truth.  

3.
I have carefully read the demand made in item no. 4 in conjunction with various other documents placed on the file.  A conjoint reading of this shows that the case of the Appellant in regard to the demand made against item no. 4 is as follows. 

4.
The Appellant had made an application dated 15.09.05 to the then Deputy Chief Minister, Punjab, Smt. Rajinder Kaur Bhattal under the rubric ‘ik dukhi karamcharan di appeal’. In this application, the Appellant who was working as 
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Research Officer in the Languages department of Punjab at Patiala had prayed for the grant of seniority with effect from the date on which her junior was promoted in accordance with the judgment of the Court of law.  As per the Appellant, Smt. Rajinder Kaur Bhattal, the then Deputy C.M. wrote a note on this application and forwarded the same to the Principal Secretary (Higher Education) for appropriate action.  Thereafter the Principal Secretary (Higher Education) sent the application to the Director, Language (Pb.), so that  action as per the note written by the Deputy C.M. could be taken.  Since the grievance of the Appellant had not been redressed, she desired to have the following, in exercise of her right under the RTI Act 2005:-

(i)   A copy of the note written by the former Deputy Chief Minister, Smt. Rajinder Kaur Bhattal on the application dated 15.09.05 made by the Appellant seeking the redressal of her grievance in relation  to the fixation of seniority. 

(ii)
The dispatch number vide which the Secretary (Education & Languages) sent the aforementioned note to the Director, Languages (Pb.)

(iii) The action taken on the request made by the Appellant in her application dated 15.09.05,in the light of the note,  made by the Deputy C.M. (Pb.) on the said letter of request.  

5.
The stand of the Respondent i.e. the Director, Languages (Pb,.) is that on the application dated 15.09.05,  there is no note written  by the then Deputy C.M. Smt. Rajinder Kaur Bhattal. It is further stated by the Respondent, in its communication dated 02.08.07 addressed to the Complainant,  that only the Administrative department of the government  was competent to take action on the request made by the Appellant in her application dated 15.09.05.

6.
The Appellant was not satisfied with the explanation offered by the Respondent in its communication dated 09.08.07 and therefore, addressed a letter  dated 11.08.07 to the Director, Languages (Pb.). In this letter, the 
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Appellant categorically stated that  it appears that her application made to the Deputy C.M. (Punjab) whereon a note was written by Deputy C.M. has been deliberately removed from the record pursuant to a conspiracy hatched by the various interested officers/officials in the  department/directorate.  In other words the Appellant is seriously disputing the veracity of the factual averments made by the Director, Languages (Pb.).  

7.
I have carefully considered the submissions made by the parties. I am of the view that the dispute herein  can be resolved satisfactorily only if the original application dated 15.09.05 made by the Appellant to the then Deputy C.M. Punjab is located and inspected.  The entries in the dispatch register of the relevant dates maintained in the office of the Deputy C.M., the dispatch / receipt registers maintained in the office of the Principal Secretary (Higher Education), Secretary (Education & Languages) & the Director, Languages (Pb.) would also need to be carefully scrutinized.  

8.
In view of the foregoing, I direct as under :-


(i)
The Respondent shall either produce the original application dated 15.09.05 made by the Appellant to the then Deputy C.M. Smt. Rajinder Kaur Bhattal or indicate as to where  and with whom that application could be  found. In case the Respondent is of the view that the said application has been lost beyond any hope of being located, it shall intimate the steps taken by it to locate the said application and fixing the responsibility for the loss including the lodging of FIR. 

(ii)
The Respondent shall collect all the dispatch/ receipt registers (or the photocopies  thereof) for the relevant period from the various offices indicated hereinabove and produce the same before the Commission on the next date of hearing.

9.
Adjourned to 04.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th March, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Balvir Singh Sidhu,

J.67/100 BRS Nagar,

Ludhiana- 12
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 278 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Smt. Promila Vij, Suprt on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant has sent an application for exemption for personal appearance as he is ill and has requested for another date.

3.
Adjourned to 17.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Satnam Singh Kanda,

General Secretary,

All India Shrimani akalidal,

127/4 Kucha Kalala,

Jalianwal Bagh,

Amritsar. 
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner, 

MC, Amrtisar

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 273 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Satnam Singh, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Aftaab Singh Bhatia, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states  that no information has been provided with respect to his application dated 26.12.07. Sh. Aftaab Singh Bhatia, Clerk appears on behalf of the Respondent without any authorization letter. He is also unaware about the information to be given to the Complainant. Respondent is directed to provide the information to the Complainant by 30th March 2008. I also directed the PIO to personally appear on the next date of hearing. 
3.
In the above circumstances, there is sufficient basis for the Commission to prima facie presume that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the Complainant by the Respondent. Accordingly, notice is hereby ordered to be served through registered post to the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar to show cause, on the next date of hearing, as to why under Section 20, of the RTI, Act 2005, be not imposed upon him.

4.
Adjourned to 04.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties




       Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Y.P. Vashishant,

Deputy Secretary (Retd.),

305-B, Una Apartment,

I.P. Extension, Delhi
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

MC, Ludhiana

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 301 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Promila Vij, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has been given to the Complainant. Complainant is absent.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Harpreet Singh Bajwa,

VPO Nanda Chaur,

Distt. Hoshiarpur
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Agriculture (Pb.)

Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 309 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Pritpal Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has been sent to the Complainant. Copy of the same has been taken on record. Since the Complainant is absent, it is presumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.
3.
The case, accordingly, disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Shalinder Singh,
Ram Colony,

St No.8-A,

Sangrur.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
MC, Sangrur.

……………………………..Respondent

MR 20 of 2008

in

CC No. 2094 of 2007
Present :
None 
ORDER

In the hearing dated 24.01.2008, Respondent was directed to show the resolution register of the committee to the Complainant and the case was disposed of. However, the Complainant vide his letter dated 08.02.2008 has written to the Commission that the Respondent has not shown him the required registers as directed by the Commission. Accordingly, case was re-opened and hearing was fixed for today that is 18.03.2008 but the Respondent has failed to attend the hearing despite notice issued by the Commission which clearly shows that the Respondent is deliberately not providing the information to the Complainant. PIO is directed personally appear on the next date of hearing alongwith the resolution register of year 1994-95 and 1996. 
2.
Adjourned to 04.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties
.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Baldev Kaur,
131, Model Gram, 

Ludhiana.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
MC, Ludhiana

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 277 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. G.S.Sikka, on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Smt. Promila Vij, Suptd, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Mr. G.S.Sikka, Advocate appeared on behalf the Complainant states that no information has been supplied to him with respect to his letter dated 04.12.2007 for information. Smt. Promila VIj appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that she is not aware about the facts of the case and has asked one more date for giving the suitable reply to the Complainant.

3.
Adjourned to 17.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Jaspal Singh,
H.No-1205, Gali No.8,

Hussian Pura, Amritsar.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
MC, Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 265 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Jaspal Singh, Complainant


(ii)Sh. Baljit Singh, S.D.O on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that no information has been provided to him with respect to his application for information dated 06.12.07. Sh. Baljit Singh, S.D.O appeared on behalf of the Respondent without any authorization letter. Respondent is directed to appear personally on the next date of hearing and also ensure that the required information is given to the Complainant by 30th March 2008.
3.
Adjourned to 04.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Sukhdev Sharma,

Kothi No.552, 

Giani Jail Singh, Nagar

Ropar
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DC, 

Ropar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2164 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Sukhdev Sharma, Complainant


(ii)Smt. Inderjit Kang, D.R.O-cum-APIO on behalf of the 



    Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
During the last hearing, notice was issued to Sh. Aman Kumar, Senior Assistant, Office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar to explain why information relating to him should not be disclosed. Sh. Aman Kumar is present today and explained that since the information relates to some charge-sheet against him that is why he has objected. However, he now has no objection, if the information relating to him is given to the Complainant. Respondent states that the entire information has been handed over to the Complainant alongwith the information relating to Sh. Aman Kumar.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. S.S. Jaggi,
# 131, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

MC, Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2357 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. S.S.Jaggi, Complainant


(ii) Smt. Promila Vij, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
During the last hearing Respondent states that an application for information is not available in their record. The Complainant states that the same has been submitted again on 30.03.2002 by registered post. Smt. Promila Vij appearing on behalf of the Respondent and has asked for one more date for giving the suitable reply. 

3.
Adjourned to 17.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. S.S. Jaggi,

# 131, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

MC, Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2356 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. S.S.Jaggi, Complainant


(ii) Smt. Promila Vij, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
During the last hearing Respondent states that an application for information is not available in their record. The Complainant states that the same has been submitted again on 03.03.2008 by registered post. Smt. Promila Vij appearing on behalf of the Respondent and has asked for one more date for giving the suitable reply. 

3.
Adjourned to 17.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. G.S.Sikka,
R/O 43, Friends Colony,

Model Gram, Ludhiana.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

MC, Mata Rani Chowk,
Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2360 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. G.S.Sikka, Complainant


(ii) Smt. Promila Vij, Suptd, on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that all the documents as directed during the last hearing have been submitted to the Respondent. Respondent has asked for one more date for giving the suitable reply. 

3.
Adjourned to 17.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. G.S.Sikka,

R/O 43, Friends Colony,

Model Gram, Ludhiana.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

MC, Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2362 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. G.S.Sikka, Complainant


(ii) Smt. Promila Vij, Suptd, on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that all the documents as directed during the last hearing have been submitted to the Respondent. Respondent has asked for one more date for giving the suitable reply. 

3.
Adjourned to 17.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th March, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. G.S.Sikka,

R/O 43, Friends Colony,

Model Gram, Ludhiana.
       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o the Principal,

SD-College for women,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Distt-Kapurthala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2361 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. G.S.Sikka, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Amit Mehta on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
2.
During the last hearing, Respondent was directed to bring the original leave application dated 08.03.2006 and dispatch register for the period of October and November 2002. AT today’s, hearing Respondent states that the original application is not available in their record and D.D.R in this connection has been lodged. Copy of the same has been taken on record. As regards dispatch register/receipt register, Complainant wants to see now the receipts register. Accordingly, Respondent was directed to bring the receipt register/dispatch register on the next date of hearing for the period of October to December 2002. Complainant states that incomplete information has been supplied by the Respondent and action should be taken against him. Complainant also states that similar application that is CC-2081 is pending before the Commission and has requested that both these cases may be clubbed and decided together. 

3.
Adjourned to 17.04.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th March, 2008
