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 Officer,

O/o Principal,
S.D.Sr.Sec. School,

Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1623 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Y.P.Dang/APIO is present on behalf of the Respondent.



In the earlier order dated 27.02.2008 it was directed that the computer fee, PTA fund etc. should be sent to the complainant since this information was missing in the audit report presented in the court. 



Today Sh. Y.P. Dang, Acting Principal/APIO is present. He has presented 6 pages and one covering letter to the court in which details of computer fee for the year 2004 to 2007, PTA fund for the year 2005 to 2007 is enclosed. The respondent has submitted the required information directed in the order dated 27.02.2008 except for the information of computer fee structure which should be audited and submitted. The respondent Y.P. Dang contends that the computer accounts structure will be audited and submitted along with the PTA fund audited accounts to the complainant by registered post. If at the next date of hearing, the complainant is satisfied. Then the case will be disposed of. 

The next date of hearing is 09.04.2008 at 2:00 pm. 


 








           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 24.03.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sohan Lal (President),
Prabandh Samiti Arya Kanya Vidyala,
Kharar, Distt. Mohali.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1554 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Jagdish Chand Verma on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Rajiv Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent,



In the instant case it is intimated by Sh. Jagdish Chand Verma that Sh. Sohan Lal, President, Prabandh Samiti Arya Kanya Vidyalya, Kharar, Distt. Mohali has expired on 21.02.08 and that he i.e. Sh. Jagdish Chand Verma has been authorized to act as a correspondent-cum-Secretary of the Parbandh Samiti of the school. He has also placed on record photocopy of the resolution passed by the Parbandh Samiti of the school.  I have gone through the contents of the resolution in which it is mentioned that all the pending matters before the courts be handled by Sh. Jagdish Chand Verma.


I find that the original application for information as well as complaint before the Commission was preferred by Sh. Sohan Lal, the former President of the Parbandh Samiti of the school in his capacity as President.  Therefore, the complainant is the President of the Parbandh Samiti and not Sh. Sohan Lal in his personal capacity.  In view of the foregoing, Parbandh Samiti of the school is competent under the law to appoint another person as President of the Parbandh Samiti and authorize him to pursue the pending case.



In this view of the matter the application made by Sh. Jagdish Chand Verma seeking substitution as complainant inspite of Sh. Sohan Lal is allowed.  



To come up for further proceedings on 16.04.08 at 2:00 pm.







    










(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 24.03.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Ram Gopal,
S/o Sh. Brij Lal,

St. No.7B, # 162,

Ram Basti, Sangrur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o BPEO, Budhlada-II at Bareta,
Distt. Mansa (Pb.)

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1714 of 2007

ORDER 

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

None on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order, a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed upon the respondent and it was directed that the Principal Secretary, School Education Punjab should recover the amount from the salary of the respondent/PIO and intimate the Commission accordingly.



In the same order, it was also submitted that “I wish to make it clear that in case the information is not supplied by the Respondent to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, I shall be constrained to consider recommending disciplinary action against the Respondent under section 20(2) RTI Act 2005.


Today none has appeared on behalf of the Respondent and it is noted for record that in the earlier hearing held on 17.12.07, 16.01.08 and 6.02.08 none had appeared.  



In view of these facts, the following directions are issued:-

1. Communication be sent to the Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab requesting him to intimate the status of recovery of the amount of penalty of Rs. 25,000/- imposed upon the respondent.

2. The complainant and the respondent shall intimate whether the information demanded has been delivered.

3. The Principal Secretary School Education shall ensure that the respondent appears before the Commission on the next date of hearing in this case. 



On the next date of hearing arguments shall be heard on the question whether disciplinary proceedings against the respondent are to be recommended.    



The case is therefore, adjourned to 16.04.08 at 2:00 pm.








    











         
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 24.03.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Harshpinder Singh Sandhu,
S/o Sh. Major Singh Sandhu,

# 1043, OPP. Bus Stand,

Malout Road, Muktsar

…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions (S),
Punjab SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh, U.T.
….Respondent

A.C. NO. 315 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Prem Nath, Supdtt./APIO & Jatinder Pal Singh, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order, following directions were issued. “It is directed that the documents should be sent to the complainant by registered post and if the next date of hearing the complainant is satisfied with the delay and the information then the case will be disposed of”.



Today proof of the registry sent to the complainant is provided in the court.  A letter has been received in the court in which the appellant states that he has received all the information sought by him. He further submits that he has received the information after a period of 7 months instead of 30 days and this under the RTI Act should be discouraged. Since the appellant is satisfied and does not wish any further action. Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of.    







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 24.03.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,
63, FCI Colony,

Near GTB Nagar,

Jalandhar. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal,
S.D.College for Women,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Distt. Kapurthala.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2081 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Jaspal Singh on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Amit Mehta, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent. .



The respondent has brought an order dated 18.3.2008 heard in the court of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner S. Kulbir Singh which 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.”


Today Sh. Jaspal Singh on behalf of Sh. Kuldeep Singh states that he is agreeable with the order passed on 18.3.08 by the Hon’ble State Information Commissioner S. Kulbir Singh and both the cases that i.e. CC No.2081 and 2361 should be clubbed together. Therefore the case is hereby dismissed.




    











                


  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 24.03.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Malkit Singh,

500-E-7, Dashmesh Nagar,

Kharar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr.Superintendent of Police.

Jalandhar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1995 of 2007

ORDER 

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


Sh. R.S.Sohal, DSP/APIO on behalf of the Respondent.



In the earlier order dated 13.2.08 it was stated that the complainant was not satisfied and it was also directed that only a person of designated rank of PIO or APIO should be present at the next date of hearing. 


Today Sh. Rajinder Singh Sohal, DSP/APIO is present. Sh. Malkit Singh submits that all information sought by him vide his original application dated 17.09.07 has been supplied and he is satisfied. Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of. 







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 24.03.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Aditya K. Sood,
H.No.4210, W.No.10,

Lakkar Mandi, Timber Market,

Doraha (Ludhiana).

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr.Medical officer,
Primary Health Centre, PHC,

Payal, Distt. Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1945 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Aditya K.Sood, Complainant in person. 


Sh. Balbir Singh, Supdtt. on behalf of the Respondent.



In the earlier order a show cause notice was issued to the PIO under sub-Section 1 of Section 7. After the above cited order was passed APIO/Sr. Medical Officer Primary Health Centre Payal, Disttt. Ludhiana appeared and apologized for his late arrival since his car had broken down, this explanation was accepted and a written submission has been delivered by the APIO. He has also submitted a letter in which he states the reason why the full amount amounting to Rs.1,75,488/- has not been paid to Sh. Aditya K. Sood  is that the medical bills for Rs. 10,200/-  have not been submitted by the complainant. The complainant submits a letter where registered stamp from the post office in the year 2003 is presented which states that he has submitted the concerned bill in the Civil Surgeon office. Therefore, it is directed that at the next date of hearing, copy of these bills should be presented in the court 


The next date of hearing is 9.04.08 at 2:00 pm.








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 24.03.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Prabjeet Singh Brar 
(P.S.Brar) 58-A Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana.
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 201 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Dr. Prabhjeet Singh Brar, Complainant in person.



Dr. Puneet Juneja/APIO is present on behalf of the Respondent.



Complainant Dr. Prabhjeet Singh Brar filed a complaint dated 22.1.08 received in the commission on 24.1.08 that information supplied to him is wrong, incomplete and contradictory to his original application dated 20.06.07.  The information sought in his original application pertains to six points regarding demand of general material consolidated by, Asstt. Civil Surgeon and Store Keeper. He has also asked for a certified copy of notification of Punjab Government as mentioned in the letter dated 12.06.07.  The reply pertaining to 9 pages has been sent to him on 16.07.07 but he contends that he is not satisfied with the information provided to him. The respondent state that he needs to take directions from the civil surgeon regarding the discrepancies pointed out by Dr. P.S. Brar and has promised to submit them to the Commission with the copy to the complainant within two weeks.  At the next date of hearing if the complainant is satisfied then the case will be disposed of.  


The next date of hearing is 09.04.08 at 2:00 pm.   








    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 06.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

General Secretary,

Plot No. 80, Premier Inclave,

Vill. Nichhi Mangli, P.O. Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2079 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Dr. Puneet Juneja on behalf of the Respondent.



The complainant filed a complaint dated 15.11.07 received in the Commission on 16.11.07 that his original application dated 8.08.07 with a reminder dated 1.10.07 has not been attended to.  He has also written in his application that information provided to him on 6.08.07 is incomplete.  The information sought by him deals with:-

1. Implementation of Tobacco Act, 
2. Posting of inspectors and employees of civil surgeon office.  
3. Implementation of drug licence and adulterated food license 
4. It also deals with implementation of Punjab State Human Rights Commission 
5. Regarding the sale of Glucose of local brands.  


Dr. Puneet Juneja contends that they have brought information on the six points asked by Jasbir Singh.  Since the complainant has asked for fresh date of hearing to attend the court, it is therefore directed that the information should be sent by registered post to the complainant and at the next date of hearing if the complainant is satisfied then the case will be disposed of. 

The next date of hearing is 09.04.2008 at 2:00 pm. 


 








           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 24.03.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Sonam,
W/o S. Harshpinder singh Sandhu

# 1043, Opp. Bus Stand,

Malout Road, Muktsar

…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (S),
Punjab, Chandigarh. 
….Respondent

A.C. NO. 388 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Sh. Prem Nath, Supdt./APIO on behalf of the Respondent.



Smt. Sonam had filed an appeal in the Commission on 23.11.07 received in the Commission on 28.11.07 in which she has stated that her appeal with the Secretary Education, Punjab dated 17.10.07 has not been attended to. The appellant had prepared an application under section 6 of the RTI Act on 10.09.07 and the same was dispatched by registered post along with the requisite fee of      Rs. 10/-.  After the statutory period of 30 days has been over and no information has been received then the appellant filed an appeal with the Secretary Education but no information was received on the appeal dated 17.10.07. Information sought by Sonam deals with examination conducted by C-DAC for science master/mistress and math master/mistress.  All points are co-related to C-DAC and Subordinate Sub Selection Board.  The respondent states that identical case has been disposed of in the Hon’ble Court of Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj, State Information Commission in case No.  226/2007.  In the course of hearing the respondent has also revealed for the same information has been sought in the original application by Sh. Harshpinder Singh who happens to be husband of Smt. Sonam in case No. AC-315 disposed of earlier on today’s hearing.  Therefore seeing the merits of the case, the case is hereby dismissed.   







           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 24.03.2008
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

General Secretary,

Plot No. 80, Premier Inclave,

Vill. Nichhi Mangli, P.O. Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare,

Deptt., Punjab, Chandigarh. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2080 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Sh. Narinder Mohan, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.



The complainant Sh. Jasbir Singh filed a complainant dated 16.11.07 received in the Commission on 16.11.07 states that his original application dated 16.07.07 along with reminder dated 1.10.07 has not been attended to.  The information sought by him is regarding:-

1. The appointment of food inspectors. 
2. Purchase of various commodities in the civil surgeon office.  
3. The tenure of employees 
4. The details of the AC’s installed in that office.  


Today a letter has arrived from Jasbir Singh stating that he is unwell and another date of hearing should be communicated to him.



Sh. Narender Mohan the respondent has presented a letter dated 20.03.08 which states that all the information sought by him has been delivered on 29.09.07 but since the complaint in the Commission was sent on 16.11.07 and the complainant has asked for another date of hearing, therefore an opportunity is given to Sh. Jasbir Singh to state discrepancies in the reply sent by the respondent. 

The next date of hearing is 09.04.2008 at 2:00 pm. 








           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 24.03.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Baldev Raj,

VPO Birampur,

Teh. Garshankar, 

Distt. Hoshiarpur. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S/Primary),

Hoshiarpur. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1979 of 2007

ORDER 

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



I find that in the instant case in the forwarding letter the correct date i.e. 24.03.08 is mentioned, in the order dated 6.02.08 the next date of hearing is mentioned as 24.02.08.



In this view of the matter I think that another opportunity be given to the parties to come present before the Commission and state their case.  Copy of the order as well as intimation of the next date of hearing be sent to the parties. 


The next date of hearing is 16.04.2008 at 2:00 pm. 









           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 24.03.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Satish Chander Bhagat,

5-A, New Model House,

Jalandhar. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer(S),

Jalandhar. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1814 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Satish Chander Bhagat, Complainant in person.


Sh. Harinder Sahni, Distt. Education Officer, Jalandhar on behalf of the Respondent.   



The issue under consideration in this case is whether penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 be imposed upon the respondent PIO. 



Before I deal with this issue I wish to place on record that as far as demand for information is concerned, the same stands satisfied. The complainant agrees that information on all the 7 points requested by him has been supplied. He, however, contends that on 7th point, the information supplied is not correct. I have looked into this and find there is no merit in the submission of the complainant. If he thinks that the file noting given to him is not authentic, he should challenge the same before the appropriate authority in the Department. 



On the question of imposition of penalty, the respondent has filed a verified written statement. He says that he could not appear before the Commission on 09.01.2008 as intimation for that date was received by his office on 10.1.08 i.e. one day after the date fixed in this case. He has also stated that information on all 7 points was sent to the complainant by ordinary post and a copy has also been submitted to the Commission. He has otherwise submitted that there was no deliberate delay in providing the information to the Complainant. After a careful consideration of the material available on record, and the submissions made by the parties, I am of the view that no case for imposition of penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 is made out. I, therefore, reject the prayer for imposition of penalty on the respondent. 

The case is therefore, disposed of and closed. 











  
         







(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 24.03.2008
